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No type of literature is more intereeting than iography. I 
have often wondered why we do not have the life-story of books 
well as of mon and womens This treatioe is an to ful- 
fill «@ rea of ooveral yoars' etanding to write ouch biography. 


Having descended from a line of churchnen from both uy pater- 
nal and mneternal ancegtors, I inherited an intereot in queetions of 


religious thought. That interest has never abated. Any book whoge 


biography I ahould attienupt would naturally lie in the field of religious 


thought. 


My aduiration for Englighnen, and 6 potty 
exerted « neaPked influence upon the life « 
fieLent explanation for my having chos 


of ay biography. 
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III« The Apologetic Problem which Butler Faced. 
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I. 5tctement of the Traditional ippeal to the Supernatural as Egccential 


. 4n Chriotianity 


PART TWO 


I. S$atenent of The Uss of The "analogy" in Aanerican Schools 


1. &anorican Deoiom 


2. * 
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III. Influences Which Probably Stimlated Continued Use of the 


as an Anerican Apologetic 


Ii. Movenents in the 17th Century which tended to Digcrodit the Supernatural 
1. Enpirical 5Scionee 
2+ Christian Rationalion 
3. Snglioh Doiom 


had 


- IIs Influenees Which Probably Brought The *Anglegy* into Anerioun Rpologeties 


' analogy” as 
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in Relation to Various 
1, Deion and Haterialion? 


84atement of the Uee of The "inane" = kn knerican apologhtio 
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IT. STATEMENT OF TRADITIONAL APPEAL TO THE SUPERNATURAL AS ESSENTIAL 
IN CHRISTIANITY 
upornaturaiien is eoventially charaeteriotic of Orthodoxy Its 
| underlying philocophy is « dualintic world-views The Universe is divided 
into two realus, the natural andthe eupernaturals The former is the abode 
of man, the latter Ls the abode of God and apiritual beings. The two 
orders are mitually exclueive of each other except as the eupernatural oo» 
caoionally weeks through inte the reals of the *natural.** It is « doetrins | 
of aboolutes and-poaits reality in the cupernatural roalu. 
| _ 4 reprocentative of the traditional point of view 8ays: 
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dox theology and characterizes or oven deternines the content of dootrins. 
The dootrine of God, of man, $alvation and of Chriot are all doternined by 
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from the world of man and ie beyond his reach, 


- 


up his poaition.on the reality of the. cupernatural; "&w 
"The. question, then, is wether there is « 


though he entraces \ $%9539 ey neelf, is in 
who, bl 


0 
bl 


0 diotinet and heat pag. 


make God's reality nore abeclute the orthodox affirm God's uniqueness of 
fore, is in his nature & 


io 5 y ey, 


| Ho is defined 4n terns of 


b 


Ho hagkens to affirm the reality of euch a beings In order ts 


- Jo 


miraculously commnicated to the human race, the central 
doetrines of which are either euperhunan or untenable. 
If the truth gaid to be revealed were aither.of an ordinary 
character or naturally obtainable, they would at ones digs 
+ the claim of « Divind origins No one could maintain 
that a oyeten diocovertile by reacon would be 
commani cated. - The whole argument for Chri turns 
actor fonprocy Apdbreg borer worth dbeadborang- meg 
probability that 44 would be nade.” 


The uniqueness of the cupernatural is guarded #till further by 
ins. otence on the part of the Orthodox that the noang by which the Bupers 
neturel mnanifeots hingolf is different from natural noeans: To Weak through 
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from the eupernatural realn into that of the natural is different from the 


= operation of the ordinary couree of nature. It requires « gifferent rather 
2 


| than a greater exertion of Divine power. 


ty within « created world, or noceogary concurrence - 
of God in the UniVerss; 1% is an effect or cories of effects 


| < Lly and abeolutely above all nature and, as much, I 
calls for an exceptional intervention and gratuitous beotow- 


al of God and ri in « nanner to. the divine orde 
we that Wenoorats the whebo erenhyd. verb4u* 
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Thus the whole tenor of orthodoxy is 
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+ of (ts axifortations of the Buparnaturat 6 tho 


BESS 
revelation. 


20.5% 28 FOE be Os I ne ET, GP nense of 
the word, that 1% mat be linited to a particular tings and 
plages, If munt be addrevncd to gone particular peraemn or 
ergons, while nen in general gan only yeceive it Lanedi ate- 
from the organs of revelation. 


Thos organs of revelation are the Scriptures, which are the word 


which God mniraculously inapired men to write; not Through intuition or by any 
other natural moans, but by the impact of the cupernatural upon wen gpecially 
appointed, did they receive the inpreeeion to write down the neacage of the 
supernatural God to "I 


Men inepired of God wrote down God's mnencuge to 

nate Thus knowledge of the eupernaturel realn has been commmicated to the 
realn of the natural. Any attempt to recognite the native ability of nan as 
functioning in the procees of inopiration has alvays fallen into diofaver 

with the Orthodoxe The doctrine of inepiyation 1s worthful only if £t retaing 
14s oupernatural character of revelation, 1./0;, of the nailfertation of the 
Supernatural to the natural. Profeecor Hoad gays! | 


kg he ns yo 
devcribs. The writers A 44cm Ron groom yoo 
DOC bel $9 hevye doen an. all Aaportens reve 
| be carefully recorded. 

This theory of inopiration Ls the foundation of the doctrine of the 
banners Gofbreaerag? "They are beyond nan's abliity to eritieios be- 


26 "Free Wo" rocla of the expernaturat. 


Vitre-eupernaturalioen aaverts the abgolute infallibility 
ad authority of all | dhe wed A-Ax L ble maintains 
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origin and character. The proof of the oupernatural character of the content 
of the Scriptures is attooted by the fulfillnent of propheey and by niradles. 
Supernaturalion ts brought to « clinax in the dootrine of valvation. 
- Christianity the conception of the eupernatural is organs 
ny ogg os Bop Mn oh root dope ee Fae reyes 
2ays dr. 0+ B: Suith.* 14 1s the tro-werld view of Catholocion which inotote 
off" vncramnental ealvation. Han, « finite and naturat' being; can be Saved only 
by being 14ftod into the realn of the Infinite and the Supernatural, This, 
atcording 46 the Catholic theology, can be acconpliched only by fiat. The 
Protertant doctrine of calvation. Orthodox anthropology nates nan « dual 
Meats hong, Arwaaregiee both vhe natural and the mpernatur- 
** Wig Were hes doen com vifcten 48 6 what FindiLy Whehi6e 61 Eh 
natural elenent of aan, orthodoxy has alvays been clear in its toact 
corning his eupernatural element: It magt be regcued from the natural realn 
Ss 27/7 yaa tgp ne gggaaent 
| "The tratiiiona view of oalvation, as « *redenption* of nan fron 
the jo = 6f the natural and carnal into the realn of the eupernatural, 


is the 
beanie of the orthodox Ghriotology, from the Micoan days to the provent. If man * 


& Bake, apr, 
-— WMekok, Rational 


II, £ al, _ qt Veotmingter Gonfeaaion IV,ii 


»G- 
Jeous, therefore, migt belong to the realn of the 
oupernatural - met be God = in order to qualify as the Savior of nan. Hs 


Supernatural ealvation, 


function as Redeemer will allow hin to be none other than very God of very 


God, ponvcraing much divine attributes as celfooriotence, inmtabllity, cmni- 
| 1 


procence, cunipotence ot cetera, 
The practical outworking of oupornaturalien is poaitive norality 
or independent ethics. Man is not, of hinoolf, capable of the higheot good, 
Ke tiroction toward proper conduct comes from ponitive procepts legiolatod 
from the cupernatural realn. Thus *the eupernatural is indiopeneatile v0 
morality. Tt proguppeges « law above nature as well as objective to it." 
Thus the inportance to the traditionaliet of maintaining cupernature- 
Lon is apparent. Chriotian apologetics receives itoolf into a defence of the 
oupernaturaluess of the Chrietian religion and, therefore, 14s euperiority 
to other religions.? Chriotion Dognaties is conditioned upon the procuppenL- 
av} Wi En RIeS Bad hethink n GoncbG od Wb roll els los 
ws $oatns, the eupernaturet and the zaturate* CAA rs 52e  P 
its diocuccions by poutuleting ihe eupernetural. nag vrrag docks ure 
is Geiiilobed win brovinyz Who realty nt” 16 br had” hae ns wo 
26id before, procuppenes a law higher than nature and the obligat 
te ark in harmony with the procepte of that higher Lav. All eivilient 
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IIs MOVEMENTS IN THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY WHICH TENDED TO DIGCREDIT 

| THE SUPERNATURAL 

1, Enpirical Science 

Natural ecilence was « prominent cauge of revtleseness in theological 

eLroles during this period, Copernicus otartled:a very mall company when he 

gave his new theory of Aotronemy to the world in 1543, Tt took « century vo 
got 14 don v0, the people, But when his now eygten becane known 1t was « 
oct Shook to both the clergy and laity, tor 35 donned bo run canner ie 


| both the Bible and common rearone The theologians were poaitive that the 


a 
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teaching was a direct affront to the Kble and the leading ocientiots wore 


| glow to believe it. | 
theory, docane its ardent apootlo and went up and don the lend procching 13. 


For his anti-Chrioetign view of the universe he went to the ovtake at Rome in 
| 1600 , | 


Ton yours Later Galileo (4. 1642), who hs nade prectical applice» 
tions of the Coperniean theory, publiched his * 


ahooking to the clergy vhat 14 put his nano upon yh inquiaktion liot. But 
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| of natural lev that 54 would take, nore than an. 
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the correctness of geocentric theology. 
Bat the great Loance of natural gcloenge is Yhe influences 1% 

had upen the thought forms of that period. It oo influenced the Philosophy 

of its tine that that period of Philonophy is called Natural Philogophy. 

The etronghol1d of Natural Philosophy was its nethed. The ayllogiom 

| could deal with only vhat which wwe already known and its fruitlogmess was 


being felt. Out of this feeling aroce the demand for © nov nethed, There 


has 


| vas a craving for the new and vhis roquired 
Francis Bacon (1561-1626) of England, cane into view as a vionoer in the 
S voareh for « nov nethed of inveotigation of He *"Kaman rea" 
| ' cok its otand againet the ariototolion methods I was « revernal of the 
order of procedure, Iaon was to procecd fron thy partieuter 39 vhe, 
deginni.og with facts. Thus his inductive nethed entered the arena, by 4% 


' nature was to be interrogated and her eoorete were 40 be given up» | 
_...____ Ho agus of nature lay in its uee in 

arriving at natural cauces. Bacon began plying his induetion in 

| by ef SEUOUSER! % 1 SILW EF LYDE FI Wy WESS w 
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formal cauces of phenomena. His hope was to 
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tos dethrons God in order to enthrone mais 

Themas Hobbes (1585-1674) noceptod Bacon's nethod of inveotigating 
nature in order to know nature, but to him 14 was not oo mich « provtiien of 
controlling nature as controlling man. He ought « theory of 
upen the nature of mean. Hobbes chared the Renalovance 
this world. Ho believed nan to be & citizen of the world, and 17 ww lourn ts 
" kl we ant Tearn to govern hin in his to the wrld. Thus be 
an invetigution of the natural Lavs in thefr relation 40 wan, Ho are 
vel at ihe theory that man Ls etimutated to thought by Yis Lnpart of the 
universe upon hin, and that this influence plus the external influence of 
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external revelation. IBavon was agcuged of attempting, in his Dy Rezng Honlnise, 
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followed the law of voquente luid down by the natural eoientiots. Hts 
oy8tom began by negating the eyoten of rationaliom that had preceded hin. 
Retionalion hele that all wwuth is potentially in the mind. Locks contend» 
Wat 14 could not be in the mind if nan were not conveious of its | Ho 
held Yhat nan does not gone cuddenly into poaneeaion of ideas, Wh progreaeive- 
ly» Mic was « theory of innate nathed rather than innate ideas It was the 

hypothesie of the unkveraality of the working of the nind which 
theory of the gourge of knowledge. Des Cartos hai gaid that the 
is external t0 nan; Lo cke's theory veuld lout to the -- 
is celfedeterained ly the mind iteolf. 

Locke's ain was to clow up the fales of wrong theories 


of knoviedgs and ts vindLoute the power of natural roucones In oo doing he _ = 
otruck a govere blow wt the older philosophers and 
nodes of acquiring knowledge, he nade | : 
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le incioted that roligion procents itoolf to the roacen, us « oymien of thought, 
40 be accepted or rejected on the backs of the rationality of its fundawental 
propesi tions which are externally given. To him religion was a vhing that needed 
yatkonal Jjustifientions But Tallotoon believed that the end of religion was 
Religion, he held, is of value in o far as it becomes & neans to 
atiical livinge The divine eanction to norality is rexident in the exieting 
God who requires « moral life. And the exiotence of God is vouchenafed to us by 
nature. Natural religion is, therefore, the backs of all religion, bt aings 
natural religion failed to produce « race of moral men i4 neoded a cupplenent, 
which cane in the form of revelations Thus the funetion of revelation is not 
to cot aoide natural religion, but ts reinforce it The ain of both natural 
and revealed religion vs vo proucte virtue. 6 
with and « cuppert to natural religion. Natural religion is 

ad revelation is the prop. lot oven « uiracle wild be 
accepted as being from God unlens that miracle is in keeping with the nature Þ 
ws 10uyn fron nature.* T41lotoun thus 
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unaided roazcn could discover Gods Ho held that by the ue of deductions 
and intermediate ideas wo arrive at « greater part of our knowledge, that the 


faculty by which we oritically arrive at the truth or faleity of any poaition 
þ 0 


is reacons By this cort of reavcn, that is, diceurgive reauon, we reach 
our knowledge of God, Locks uged throe categories of roeason; That which 
is 'according ts reavson,* that which is "above reason,* and that which is 
'nontrary to roagon.* Revelation, he held, nay furnigh us things which are 
ales digcoverable by natural roaccn, that is, knowledge 'according to roavcn.? 
Hit in euch cans "there is little nood or uae of roagcn, God having furnigched 
vs with ngturel' and © curer nouns of arriving at « knowledge of then.®* nov- 
lation nay ales furnioh us things 'above roacon;* that is, things to which 
of faith, as for oxanple, the recurrection from the dead. 

reacen* and explained it in relation to revelation. He held that that which 
revelation furniched us which 1s above reacen is not beyond the power of 
rFearen, buy alnply that which had come to us in no other ways It is only an 
idle noms of cequiving: veticnnd eudedge.” Toland held to only two 
ab  *according 40 reacon* and *contrary t0 roaton.* By his elinination 
= anda - Hut Locks was not plouged with Toland's interpretation of his cate» 
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-13- 
gories, oopecially the'above roacor! category» Ho allowed that revelation 
nay furni oh. vs with. hat. which is eaccorting t0 yoacon and that which 1s above 
rFeacen, but would. not accept fron revelation as valid knowledge anything 
which is contrary yo roavens Heagcoen itigalf is 234111 to be the judge of rovela- 
tions? yore Looks 40 in accord. vith the peoktion.of Tillotoon, that everyihing 
vi oh contradicts reacen cannot be accepted as revelation and only external 
evidences, ouch as prophecy, niracles oig,, can properly attiest revelation. 


He developed this view further in his 'The Renaonablenone of Chrinkianiir 
(21695) + 


Another nan of proninence whooe views vere clonely akin to thoes 
of Tillotoon and Locke, was Samuel Clarke, « feanous theologian and philogopher. 
Although. he held to 4nnaie dens and a priecri reacouing he was gb4ll in agree- 
nonh .vith Locke in the matter of natural and revealed religione He held that 
natural religion 48 baced on the difference between good and ovil, that noral 
obligations are the expreecicn of the W111 of God and are, therefore, gocous 
balenee nay be ohrucke In this nanner Qarke porcite belief in God, virtue; and 
« future life in natural religion, but becauce of nan's corruption which roo 
IF" Hi hs Gare 
comes ant SMakere do Faghand ths natural religten 5 ho deglaning wad 
foundation of religien and 4s good oo far as 14 goon« Bib revelation cane in 


o14- 
3, doiom 
knother influence which dioeretited eupernaturalien and gave the 
The founder of Engiioh Deion was Lord Herbert of Cherbury, (1561- 
1648). Although his ains were pradtical he etrove to get at the foundation 
of retigious truth. In his by Yariiate (1624) he exanines the powers of the 
nind ad poutte ths final aithority in the unfvercct inotinets. The univer- 
sal, Lnotiactive perception of truth, he affiras, is the backs of all re 
1igion. Herbert thus arrives at his fancous "Five Pointz;z* (1) That there Ls 
one euprons Being; (2) I' is our duty to woraehip Hinz (3) The nome of wore 
ahip are piety and virtue; (4) Repentance is efficacious; (5) Ve are rewurd- 
64 and puniahed both here and hereafter. Theee five points he held 46 on- 

: 6 145 vhat thats frvvhs ire veifoorident and that way erode" 
on which deed not evidines all of thoos truths is only = vegnent in "the - 
Fells of religious 4rvit. It is « told poauttion for oc of his day and Lo 

@ atteri 16 yenthrats ths fog of red eptnions and Flod « wabratial "rea 

« iis hoped ths proctibat outwertiiig would be norat Living. | The 
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The moot effective work of yhis gort, however, and the one eopecially 
to which Butler replied in his *Jngloagy', is Hatihew Tindal's "Chrightonity 
38 244 a8 Ihe Srenkien. 2c Ihe 2ameb a henulliention of the Religden of 
Keture,' (1730), The quthor nets out to prove the theaks that when wo nake 
fundamental to religion certain beliefs and practices which are at bage not 
noral 4i00ues, the rooult is pernicious. The author gharts with God as per» 
fect being and dedueee his tenets of religion from the nature of God, Since 
004 has alway exited and eines the perfection is as eternal as God himoelf, 
be eas _hov. revelation can add anything v0 raliglone Anything which claims 
bo be on Addiiien to religion mugt, in the very nature of yhe eace, be epurious. 
His oppones revelation further on vhe ground vhat gone of yhe epecial rovele» 
thons 4n the Mble are not compatible with the moral charaeter of God, aince 
they cennLochon innorel arte, He inclote hhat tbe ond of religion 1s morality, 
thus 18 enateds La an atk uds of ind yhtek prompts ho good todo, Virtuous 
Dane $6.4 Pr 'Y ooo. yo a _—_— Uffermes hoon palighen and neat 
iy» oth are "noting according to the roacen of things.* This leaves no 
ocanten, and incoed ne rvon for negttire aregeandy 5n rolicien and to occupy 
tho. nind with oueh 4 te tlevkpate thns and energy, which ahould by giyen to 
ihe fi f nora} Giles whey roanen we 090+ Fuoking tho natier further 
he _ p35 oven niragles 2am bo proof What.  dogtrine is fron God unlous the 
das 6 Os Is 4d 28 ths c9 arch aatore, If « dootring 1s 
from God 44 carries the inprone of the goodueus and perfection of God in 14s 
very nature. Tae nature of « doctrine is judged by the natural reavon, beyond 
which niracies can attart nothing, The chief ond of man is to do the will of 
God, god is cnventially goods Man munt, therefore, promete goodnoas +» indeed 
the common goods. If %od gave pootyive commands 14 would Weruph the impartial 
geotnere of His character and nake him © weak, capricious Being, 
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Tindal's book otruck a oovere blow at the current traditional 


view that religion requires obedience to precepts which 11s beyond the pale 
of natural religion, that revelation furniohes the oeggential ol ement of religion, 


precepts which could not otheruioo be obtained. HTfe vigeoroualy 
challenge the idea of the orthodox that religion denands of men more than 


_ 


« virtuous life; that God denands Yhat we accept on faith « content of re» 


"y 


that is leginlated from without, 
The poaktion of Tindal 1s puahed further by Thomas Morgen in his 

"Moral Philogopher* (1737). He was nore aggreveive than Tindal, 

the doctrine of inputed rightoouenese etc. 


The above naned deiots oppoed the idea of revelation on the ground 


% . 
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that God would not be expected to teach nan his quty by poeitive legialation 
nodiated to nan by noans of revelation. Other deiets attacked Crietionity 
n « different angle. Buppore we chould export « direct revelation from 
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God, by, they 2akd, can not. chow hereelf t6 be that revelations 


varried the abtack to the field of the "Bvidenoos" of 
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of Religion & Bikies (2922), 


by, revelation 


bs 
THE APOLOGETIC PROMLEM WHICH BUTLER FACED 


Butler cane to the revcue of « badly danaged cupernaturalim. 
hs #tated above, empirical vcilengs had given philosophy = tow method. By 
the inductive methdd philo sophy had begun to Look for caunes of phenomena in 
the natural rather than the eupernatural world. Accounting naturally for 
nan's wrong doing rather than averibing 1% to the theological theory of the 
#fall," the theory of goverment was tending to beccns cvcularized. | The 
theory of knowledge was beginning to trace the origin of idvas to natural 
procenccs” lncical of « cepdiachufel” reiires. * QiLdthei Yatichattovs tackoned 
upon the uss of reaccn in religion. The factual varis of the exietences of 
God was held to be in nature rather than the cupertiatural. It was held that nan 
could _ all the nececnary religious beliefs without the aid of 
revelations Religion was held to be wirthful only in propertion ns it proc 
duced ethical living, Ethics and morality were conditiongd on Ulis exiutoios 
ed Jetbooth denanded « noral life. The Ps PS SRO oy 


"ls UAC a; The delete provecd the Locus 
and raluend Falighon bo morality, contending thek « rorelation voul nov add 
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ae bps as as 0 Yrevelation.* Th reoulted in a 
ag 4ho Yalitthy of the ationtations of 
Coney The ible, as tbo record of revelation, (614 nob an9ape 
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1 
indeed that the hiotorical eritiocion of the Seriptures began. 


Butler's ' analogy” was a reply to the atteupts to disorodit and 
overe-throw gupernaturali mm, particularly as indicated by the deigtic move- 
went. The book vas" n reply to toiem,* which was the noot lnnediate fos 
of oupernaturalien and therefore of orthodoxy« The dicorediting of the 
ET ie athens ns aver engl; rn to agnouticion and oven ocepti- 
Ts Wa ga totes $a age bcogebe rnb 
neopticion of tits tay. * His bs athcupted 1546 25 Part One of the *anaiogys** 
Indeed come conaider his whole works as « "eritique wpen the infidels of 
his tay." But this we etacty doubt, alnce Part Two of the *Analogy* and 
his germons are clearly vogeoodowg another phage of apologetics. 

dev. as MaCkfferk has vakd,” Part One of the 'analogy* is addrececd 
$0 = different eutience fron that to vhich Part Two io addrececd. The con» 
yout of Part One 1s nero early underetoed in the Light of Butler's official 
and ovelal. environment. Wo REG. LoUng 6 ararnne of Green Capnnens, 
Une or, his offiedal relations to hey as alork of ag Kooed, attended 
Joy piiioonphent parties, *xb witeb x31 quortions, relious nnd moral, apos- 


by i $oapttetn was nod « an m—_— __ and 1 was Agee 
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constandly with men who plainly and cloarly denied the firet principles of 


| debdet tn. inetin, which beldore-were' os tour te tks? has arvitnd hlnrrers 


anos to Chrictianity, or oven attacks upon thoiau, ruffled his gonaiiive bY 


Park One of tho *analogy,* therefore, Lo hn ts Go defenty of 
natural religion, the central tenet of which is the extetence of an cunipetent 
and denovolent ruler of ths untveres.* 

Bev. ths copticien which Butier faced 18 relatively unlaportant. 
The greater apologetic proton which confronted kim, and to which he gave 
kinooLf tn Pays Two of the *analogy*y was ths! bridging of the gap Te woe 
Doin and Orhhedaayy Ln ether words, curing ths cantent of rerecles veligicn 
by oUntooting the Glaak bevunen 1 and natural relgten. The weve” ponitrective | 
tekote delioved in & relighen of nature, 122 agtnontedged an allopoverful 
nd Loring radar of tho antreeen This view was pared by Beiler and his 


exlioagues,”  Iub the delete h914 that fy God of nature veul4 rob be Shanti» 
6 
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þ Twoe Further 
deals with the 
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concerned with ghowing that the God of nature and the God of the Bille wore 
Ldentidal.?, The daiote bad reduced relighen to a *20ckal. evolution of univers 
calrocetion-+0 natural. Lewes?” Butler faced the tack of identifying this 
univeraally dependable natural low of the deiots with the God whom wo know by 
revelation. 

The broader protiem which underlay the whole controveray between 
the deiots andthe oythodox was the cuperficial eptiuion which grow out of 
the. deietie- peaitions* Lekinits had pronounced this "the beat of all poocitle 
wrides* Pope, in his Zena gn Man: had accured nan that "whatever is, is 

Bagehed/ deceribes tbe period ns an %age of oubetantio. conferty” © 


righd.n? 
vith aever v0 mach happlness before or ginge 
laiuotny remunerative. The. ads. 
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well and had borne the rub of controverey, becauce they 

TR en odd nar 
This atnoephere was intensified by the extent of deimm, for "overy educated 
and thinking man in Bhgland was procumed to be either « Deigt or « Papi.” 

The moral otatus of the tine was the product of the gaey aptinion 
of an ethic baced upon "natural laws,” Voltaire, in his Candide, and 
Johnoon's Regpalag, protected against this optimion.* The French atatornen, 
Turge, « contenperary of Hitler's, felt deep concern becaucs of "the lamoral 
dhovghtioommens of man, of the heedloos, hazard way in which they deal with 
bhings of groatent nonent yo thon, of ihe innenee, inealalalle nieerr xhich 
49 tus bo ikke aaues (Ibalios are nine) ** I% was pointed out that this 
"dork poneihle of 412 vorlde was full of vious, This indoates © gap that 
Butler faced, How he 414 14 falls undoy the experition of the aathed of the 
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PART TWO 

PRESENT ATTON OF THE ANALOGY 
I. AIM OF 'MALOGT"? 


Builer's prinary aim was theologieal, « defance of oupernatural- 
this required « vindieation of revealed reiigion.* Another aim of 
the Moehop's was religious, Ho vought to over-throw the hootility to religion 
in gonoral.* This required an anewer to the current attacks upon the whole 
oyoien of religion. 54111 another aim of ihe *anatogy' was othical. The 
moral gtandards of the day were low. Hitler hoped to olevate the general 
moral tone of cociety. This required the vindication of the denands of 
religion, both natural and revealed, upon the lives of non» Tot another 
aim of the ' analogy? was ecclediaatical. The Hobep hoped to gave the waning 
prociige and authority. of the Church of England from the pernicious attacks 
of the coarcer vein of Delone*. This required that the pooitive procepte of 
ralighans INARERSS, 8. th Berth 7 iapþs, e PhreeRee.s coventta 
in religien.* Tis, in turn, 10d to « defence of revealed religion. 5s the 
central and fundanental ain of the 'anatogy* is the theokogieal one = « 


Lon. 


Hadlacies if Guornaterales This as Habep wnterterk bs © ork inharant= 
ing. ways Ws 


HOI OF THE *ANALOGY? 
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range of human power to graep» His defence of the eupernatural was nog- 
necary t6 a vindication of revealed religion, which was his apologetie 
tack, To ahow the divine autborahip of the tenehs of revealed religion 
$6. do prodakiy brue was, tberefere,. nie chief purpene.? His nethod was $0 
ahow hat a fair odvervation of the cource of nature would cbow euch ain» 
1larity to the ayeten_of revealed religion that 44 is probate that they. 
ih. hats, « comen. anthers* Whatever oloe comes into the argument is 
of 2ocondary interect.. His princry interoct 1s in chowing that the God of 


nature and the God of revelation are probatly identical. Vo find hin 


Dat this 4s no chork and oney nothed. If he is to abow tbe aye» 
hom of revelation to be as eufficiently identical with the couree of nature 
as. 46 cvppeon. "int doth nay do traced to the cue general lang" ho ment - 
_ an. 7 26.97; G6.0GrDd, of 12 
of renee. paldaton-. m9. d6a. 6 po. one happen bo begin with - an ha 


$6114gent antdoy or nature. This intelligent author of the univeres aunt . 
-Soutby © Hg ooo b4oghref anagram 


K. 


: BIR, (hs reformers are to the edition edits ty 
ys Be Krnrd, Lani (1 bs hos 


i $0. Moved 1b 


S« T1648 Dias of Puls 


pets 27 Ut L5reh (AJ 
Se $h46 Dee 45 - Doble is 7967 3440 


Y a 
i 
= 1 ”Y 
© 4k % 
0 oo 5 
FI. you Cal 
4 Ly oh 
s 4 s ho by % 
5” 1 + UE 4 v ; Fu mY 7 y \ i j wf 
FF TP IST X27 T2 Ta. Þ "ob. #537, » + a-6+ L 
KW = bis ['- i » # 4 q Py ir P | Af TREE G : Y ” ov bs. ' o Y 
£ ' % 


” the 
Detom, againet which the *"Anglegy*was addrezucd, covers n wile 
range of opinion.* The nore radica teivis belleved it an thor of the untverse 
but hud not aocribed to that author oufficiont benovolongs or warmth be- 
fitting his Fatherhood. Ho was vpoken of in torus of natura lev, as the 
prineiple of cauvation. They had 14ttle interovt in roiigion or othi.os und 
attacked the church and its niniotry quite eigereuty.* hers pughed their 
views oven to the point of agnoviicimm or aceptici on; Itiler*s fire vvep, 
therefore, was to prove to theos neon that the author of nature is the" good 
Ges " Ho it vindLoate naturat religion firet. T4 mart be borne in aind 
that the 4331s of his book 1s not The Analogy of Mature) and Revealed Reli- 
glen, as vo ay vom $4 ta, eb Ty mace AT Balchen,_ Jatars and 


2 the Songtiiution and Sourne of Xaburg- Ho winhos t0 ile up 
conan gs ARON Om THe TIM This he undertook to 


It tho" wore eonotructive deiote FE RS 
riler of "hd univeres: They had « lively interort in religion and ethies, but 
fol that anything beyond natural roliglen und natura1 eihios was muperfiucus. 
They epponed revelation ks winooenaary and oven = hindrance to pure roligien, 

iforaee 149617 with pagitive procepts which bad ns” bare tn norality.* 
ethers next $449 vas" $0 prove 40 4ho00 non that revealed yalighen Lo as 
thoroughly grounded in nature as 1s natural religion. This is the tack wnder- 
wor i WHY ag": This wither" vobs' out with © vw6<fole aim; 
uetivel  Uvoever 1s nature' vvidents of & good G68, "nk aovend, 
ws prove 12ah its ha U86eyoratte tn naturs 16 ads the tos Uncorarate i 


$. tis | Ks fireb 6409, then, Ls to uphold natural rolighon, that 16, prove 
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tenets of religion. This he doos naively, ovep by atop, anowering hypo= 
thetical objectors us he proceeds, parging now and again to exhort to moral 
living. 


ood og roorgry® cnn operand 
r6108ks tvs dortrines fundamental. to religlen and hraces thoiy analogy in 
nature. The final judgnent and the nodietorahip of Chriot ars the two doo 
Winos chooone bn Godore foro orhrgg Se agonggac nr ring 
nakes his thotinetion devrern natural yoliglen and revealed religions. He 
hol4s the dootrins of the final Judgnent to bs « part of Girtotianity,* but 
no% peculiarly 20+ This doctrine 1s ropdiiighed rather than diocloned for 
ihe firet tins by revelation. Since 14 is dacoverable by the natural 
Cagultios of nan 14 delenge more property to the realu of natural religion. * 
0n the over hand the deetrine of the nediatoraip of Giyiot 1s deyond the 
granp of the native powers of nan and can by known only by revelation. This 
Untineties debwoes natures yeligien cnt rereniet ratigten to cxprocent 
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A, 


nd Holy Spirit vvand in to us. Hmece 
klong 0 _auby which wo are under $0 vheme"* 


The arguments eupporting the doghrins of a fubure judgment aro 
developed progreeeiyely, eagh Mey hep renting on the probabls con= 
eluatons of the proceting otop, T nd each atep being oupported by analogy 
to nature. 
2] : Flynt 1s tho dookrine of = contimmation of 14fo after death, 
with he further analogioal proof that uan's capacity 36 experience ploamurs 


and pain will. be kept intact. | 
on the dagte of the kypothents of = future 144 of pleagurs and 
pain, " = next Shown hat one's happiness or x $O7 in ihe next world is 


protally condiitoned on his deportizent tn $his warld- 
ho pagh, edep tn 4de argumend, 4956, chap; thnh. Slaps cen nov Ke 
ny Troury Gomaegs jo 0g eo». bendes hgh. pens. ane Le, Oe, goers 


apen 3he norak condurh; 14 10 ahem dav Shi dependency $0 grounted 1a 
nature by ehowing the relation of habih 46 condurh and, therefore, te 
hs Wh rare mepoond objectors.? To the objection that 
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27. 
univerne which offers eternal happinoss, when God makes the happinoos #0 
diffioult to attain that there is no guayantes that wo ghall over attain 
4, he replies that in the conetiiution and courve of nature our interoat 
in: things tenporal is © conditioned upon our voluntary action as to nake 
Loos through ninconduct quite probate. 
again 14 1s objected that nen'cactions gre > yerned by nocecaity 

rather then free will. To tho Bitter replies that the doetrine of novenathy, 
if granted, only proves that God 19 © *nogerenry* rather than « free deaign= 
or, and that he deals with nas in the conetitution and cours of nature 
jued ap 57 be vere free, and clnge religion Lo © pravtifet thing the don» 
trins of "nocecelhy? does neb afford religlen, 

Ih 16 ejected that although Givine government of the natural 
world may bo excepted as true, that furntodes no proof that this govern» 
nent 10 wico and deneveLent The Mebep replies that although there 1s 


no praal of the wieden and grodnece of tnts goverment, there Ls in the 
conetitution and couree of nature ovidencs for believing 14 1s nov dade 
Part 1 Lo concluded with « honkLy on nora) Livings 


Tv Park 12 of the "Anglacy* the author Lo concerned t6 have 
nature defend the content of religion that 1s dependent upon revelation. 
The redeaption of the world through the nediateratiy of Chriet 1s the 
central dogtrine dealy with, In Part 1 revelation 1s defenddd as Fepuldieb= 
ing and Yaorety confirming natural. relighen, in Park IL the conetitution 
and courve of nature 10 nade to cupport "hab vhieh offers 14017 as at 
tortes revelations®? lis u9es other argmente in eupport of the proof of 
its tneplyation of the Sarkptures, bd nakes is ayvhen of nature mppert 
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Beghnning Part T3 with an avvertion of the importance of revealed 


religion to the proution of natural religion, he proceeds v0 point out the dis 
tinetive features of Chrivtiianity, vhat io, iis being "a revelation of a 
particular diopeneation of Providence, carrying on by His Gon and Spirit, 
for the recovery and galvation of mankind, who are reprecented in Scriptures 
to be in @ viate of rulne*? Once theee facts are prevented to ne by revela- 


ion they are olligatoed to wrohip the aocond and third Perecns of the Godhead, 
with «a penalty for failing ac to doo. 

Aſtor chowing Yhat 1% is the duty of men to invertigate the erodens 
tials of the Chrietian revelation the Biahop turns ts anevering objections 
againet it, To the objection that revelation contains much that 1s contrary to 
what we would expect in « revelation, he replies that ouch objection is folly, 
and argues that ainge no particular content of revelation was guaranteed $6 
us before hand wo do not know what to export in a revelation and are there- 
fore incapable of judginge To the objection that the achens of Chriotianity 
is not wise and good, he angvers, as in the cave of « einiler objection 
again natural religion, vhat our ignorance prevents us from eoeing ths 
oohens in its entirety, _ 
+4), Mer theee general anovers have been given to the Chrietion gchens, 
Butler turns to vhe conetitution and cource of nature to find proof for oup= 
ey 00 Foxy Wings eu geridgs Noe Hoon. aalgs The 

ding analogies nade here are as follows; The procecs of the Chrietion 
n Goveloped slowly, In this God followed His natural cours. The 
marks. graces 1s Setothantdy 40 aadonge by areal. tnehenore bn natere. 
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probable proofs of the Chriotian revelation. 
Hearing defended the general idea of revelation fron thege tuo 
different angles, the Bohop produces his ponitive proofs of a "particular! 
revelation. They are the conventional ones, fulfilled prophecy and niracles, 
vith the aciition of various ainor evidences. 
Part IT, 68 Parti, clones with an exhortation t6 novel livings 


IIX. THE ARGUMENTS OF THE *aiALOGt* 
of Natural Religions 
i. Nuture Life,” 
ks indicated above, the plan of the *analegy* is to ground 
roligton in nature, beglaning with natural religions The central dootrine 
which 1s chared by doth natural and rovealodereligien is that of « future. 
Judgnont. Kitler wiehes to find proofs for 1t in nature. It before there 
on bs proef of « fulure Juignent there we) bo/eridence of Lifo afar tenth. 
This proof the Mobop looks for in nature. Hs arguments run about as 
follows: "Wo are born into « low degree of phynical 14fo. Maturity 46 in 
the future tone. our exivtence in the wonb was incouplete as compared with 
our provent 11fo. It 4s true with the lower types of aninal 1ife, This 
fact, plus tbo knovtodge wa have of cur capacity for growth, Ls prodalite 
eeidency the hv phrolgyt che of cout 123 x0h danhny theo pokes of 


loops cuvon, whe} 


Death canto lookrey cenceious being? ation cohationters 10 wn 


andivichle powers * Proof of this is found in compartiocoen with the unity 


of Who las 66-nettans* Th6 evidences of the unity of tho living agent, 
0 beerved in aature are Theeote Life does not ond in the dectruction of the 
aateriale of our dedie; eines the prozecs of chaiging cello dv08 162 de» 
ohrey cur 1ht0:? 'L4f0 16 net dependent neces the Finptten of cur porecpe 
thre organs.* we perceive cencitle objects in drounes without the external 
organs of cenev: Death, therefore, doos not deotroy tho living agent by 
dontroying the nxtier of tho 5009 organss" 
n ponder eaſy ae ſpew rd eye me tr a-Han 
devtructiite then the poevre of ceneee” The reflootive powers cun oven 
operate independently of the powers of cones or an orges of the material 
voy Vhew once the concution has bom Wougny Ins The digease that 
oxu80 death c0u14 no% dorkrey the power of reflortion by dovtrurtion of 
the porveption prier t6 death, therefore death 1\0olf cannot dorkrey the 
poore of raſloetian, ant (dere Lo ns proof taut South oven cuapents tho 
powers of reflection.” Mnce death is no deotructive of the Living agent 
69 $0 goo 
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off fbo U4fo ws hare here. 464 that Life nay by the reouls of "Flaed, 
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the next oep in the argument iv to how Yhat Yhe conditions of future 14fe 
are "nature! conditions, Yhat in, conditions whieh are fixed by the permanent 
achons of things, This view he otator quite plainly: " 


"Thus, when we go out f Sorry Agent les ood = roamed 
Scenes and «a nov ate of 1ife and 
rnnengns pr eye ye yt 


—_ avi 
pies Is ten Hood eral levs © 
CL erties 46 vn CISs bf x12 vRrtene 
Thus, on the baate of uniferatty in nature, Kiler nates the future 
world an extension of he natural world. He continues; 


"Nor is there wiy abourdity in cuppoaing that there nay 

be beings in the univeress whoos capa + and knowledge, 

bio oO Gooden dh ee pe 
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2. Governugut of God by Rewards and Puniohments. 
Having ectaliiohed fubure 140 in. future wrld baced on the 
mel ef HAY HH Het Ui: ri Us ores ov cry 


50m of am 094 3he nar} rg is procf, ho ene, of our doing under 
with tho religious nan's congeption 


If this 6 4n the couree of nature 14 "*Laplies an operating agents** 
Mon aduit that there is an author of nature, that the unifornity of 
| natural law is of his ordering, and that the eorrow and pain that we ex- 
perienee 4s the reeul4 of the operation of fi:0d lars  Dike 46 experten» 


ak ances. thed <0-ane unter the command :eP ths after ot.emtites wad 


: that his leave autenetically execute thenoelves upon us.* and prier ts 

| the coneideration of 'yhe noyal. | atiz1 bates of God we accept the notion of 
his governerahly of the worle,® and that he reyards our aotions here 
ihrough the Lave of nature. 7% 4 nov unyoacenaMle to euppore Shah by 


\Ms' poration of the vane Lars are determined eur romarto and puatatents 
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Bib, olnce the chief objections ars againgt the dootrine of 
future punLalments, further vindioation 1s offered through the analogy 
to nature; Puniehnents by natural leaves arc cconotines an after-roault 
of yenpoyrary ploacure, continues long delayed and at other vines oulfy 
and terrible, but they are ineacepatle. Ignoranes.of the low of nature 
doen not exouce the offender. There is oppertunity, up to « certain 
degree to vicious living, to retrieve and recover health, hut 1% doog 
not ovtay the law which metes out punichnent. This is quite analogous to 
the yYeaching of religion concerning the doctrines of future punichnent. 


3: The Horal Government of Gods 
Having got up ai intelligert Arthoer of nature who 1s Governor of 


the world, kitler procecds in the third chapter to prove that is 1s = ; 


mwrgh governments Moral covenmend, bo cape, io neve than narely rounrd» 
ing and punioking aen for their avtLons. It conaLete fn "reverding the : 


and puniohing the wieksd; in rendering t6 ue according to their ; 


£6 n9% perfectly worel, bub 14 Ls an inilietion of tho mordl governnent which 


| by rule «» by general lave <» and 6 nore natural than dLetriiutive 
i, co rreygnederba ye 
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is puntodiod, and eines prudence is virtuour and is vietous 1% 

is dqutvelont to coping Yhrk virtio 1s retarded and vioo Lo puniahed. This 
coneitiutce noral government. Another proof that natural government is noral {4 
is found: in tlie fact Yhat the fear of approhenston Ls within Lheolf pune "2 


i dhnent for erime, and oincs this fear is natural 1t {Ls nature's pronounce- 


nout againet arine.* | os cockety, which Lo « product of natural inotinets 
; nature bas, through 1s natural leave, docrecd that his 
| If \his is Yrue eoelaily By fo cquatiy true when applied to individuaie. 
_______ ſs are 80 nade that well U6Lng, as mich, gives us oextiofartion, at leoart 

1s 50us inotantes, £11-doing, ns bach, in noneÞY* This fo grounding 
'& Yirtdo ti the *condtifiition of our natwr here 
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not. utider the direction of organized virtue. That is, virtue, when changed 
from virtue of copayate individuals to the virtue of the group nakes an 
increment »- 42 granter in degree, This oocential character of yiriue is 
widonne Yeh. bhe event, ne enaerience mancivns. to bo water Jn caval 
The yeanen varkue dooe not. provell conpleyaly over view in tbio 
Mfo, be tay%, Ls for legk of tine and room euffletent in which to work to = 
of 44s progran-! . The fagh thay virtue in the genial relations, 
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which are natural relations, is a power whogo nocentary tendencies are toward 
Hyonghh 4s ovidenge that this natural governaent 4s nora. 


nai 
as inplying Trial, Difficulties and Danger,” as a otepping otone to meh 
theeis. 

Ho begins with the propecitioen that religion touches that ww are 
in @ tate of virial with reference to the future wrld;* is 1s "of « ploce! 
vithy the etate of trial we are in in tliks world, wines the carcen of our 
iriale in both inotances are the ganc, - external cirometances or internal 
panntons. 55 he eays "We are in « like winte of 4rigl with reopect to both, 
by whe very 2ans pacutons' axetted by the very vans nome"? 

Trial has tho eans ef footy upen us in both cares, i. #., the way 
in which ve noet trial deternines cur capacity for nooting other trinle, If 
vo take the wrong" otep 1% is caoier to err the next tins wo face trial; Lf 
vo act virtuouily we ineyeace cur capacity for as actiig under ainiler oir- 


emoternee:*- 


"The conelucken" io that if religion teaches that non aye in « 


$hate 6f trial, 1 1s nob thereby coparating roligien from nature, uince 
ho natural weeds ales finds vs" 15/6 mate of wrians? 
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| b, Prodation for Moral Inprovenant, 2 
| Karing 6d404 Ln the provieus chapter that Myth nature and 
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In ether words, *ihe airuggling virtue of the procent 14fo has 14s natural 
and proper outcons in the confirmed viriue which will hereafter be rewarded.”? 

The Aohop butirerces hits pooition with ibs following arguments; 
(1) zen would be Lntopablo of thee promnd abuts of bapptatecs without core 
tain dpcattion?  Happinees here is the reeult of our nature and condition. 
8 -ajoymnent in the next 14fe is conditioned upon capacity}. (2) All greatures, 
and aopecially human croatures, ars oo coneiiiuted that yhey "are capable of 
naturally becoming qualified for otates of life for which they were one 
who11y unqualitioa,n? Wo gain experiences and habit by aoquirement. This 
comes through perception and nemory »= congation and reflection. Through 
otfluuli wo get nov facility in action and thus pornanent changes of character. 
and through practice hakdie aro eirengihened. "Real endeavors t6 enforce 


good Lnprooriens upen curecives are « apecies of rirtuens axtions."* In 


Wok, 62 pietdoy, Hhuyuotee by 260 raodden of ampatitine ack tataoy tn 


our nature, * (3) The capacities for inproving by experiengs are nocecnary 
and for « definite vos += ths "engleymant and entiafartien of our natural 


OR. 


nao of 11t0.00 fahure does nob qualify us wholly and ah once for & nature 
ovate of 14f0. 14 1s « developmental procece, and the conditions of cur 
infancy urs wad 6s are centucire bo nach daralogmant. ow npvos Lhe jayo 
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1 Kor deraipe dls dirt of hid a 6 nat? as of 
in Who pany Life, ts concideratie longih, 


The whole chapter is cumned up in the iden that a diocipline of 
#4111 which loads to charanter is oocential to virtue! which is roquickto 
to future enjoyment, This future otate of happinore has its beginnings 
in nature, 2ince. habit 1s tbe natural means to euch virtues. It. in one 
otep in the procecs of cloging the gap between the natural and the 
nupernatural. 
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6. Nogoondty, as Related to Practice. 
The eixth chapter entitled, "Of the Opinion of Nevenaiiy, con 


ol dered as influencing Pragtiee” 1s an enover to the conteaperary doctrines 
of nocevetty and dnterainin. The necereiiarien objects to the doctrine 
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cenotitution of nature 14 1s ales recenctiatie' 
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of the exivience of God, "for we find in ournelves the idea of eternity oc. 
Ws cen to Govern intuitively that there mnt be eotiatling external ts 
ourvelves anewering this idea of the archetype of 14.nÞ 
ut, he continues, to adnit the neceenary exietence of God does 

hob prove the exiotence of everything by noceueity and « noceovery agent 
door not exeluds deoigns areas. tranberigavnedayburtaes wiring 
of nahure argues un {ntaliigent Doukguars" bines, he argues, creatires of 

neveceity are not Manowriby becauce they arc not reapeneiiic to law, all 
vare of our life io uecless if wo are creatures of noceciiy. wy Ht 
toacdes us that our on cholee deternines our eafety and happine=s. So if 
ihe doctrine of noceretly were apoculatively trus £4 would be of no eotine= 


quence 1n practice.* ind if ihe evidenees of religion bo granted upon 
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ouppoattion of froedon they mot aloe be allowed upon the ouppoaition of 
nocecetty, oince religion is « projitcal nevier,? Tis ths Biehop holds 


that eines the doetrine of necevatty is roceneilatle with the natural govern» 


nent of the wrld, and doos not dioprove the morality of that goverment, 
$4 dove not defout his plan of identifying the natural governor of the unke 
veres with the God of religion. 


Kwouniag has be the proved hat ibs will and earanter witch we 
find curvelves to have is recenctiatie with fate, hs urges that Lf 14 Lo 
tous of wo 2h is fro of fas brkder of ature, for, lied eb ans 
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hs derhrine of neqeentty does not Eheprove an intelligent Author of nature, 
ve __ congeive that this intelligent Auther of nature is & noral Governor 
of tho world.) For we know by gxperience that he governs 14 on the prin 
eipls of rewards and puntodnends, which inplios that we bave moryl 44 90erm= 
nent, \whL.ch in turn Angles & rule of action which carries in 14 arthority 
from vided vo vanes depart without, doing artonationlly eolf-cendenned,” From 
its bo g908 14 ths external oridenors? of natunal religion, anlef of whiek 
he holds be be & fark of hietory, nenely, that religion was taught fired by 
revelation *without any euperytivious or falee additions to 140% the com 
clunion is that tho doctrine of nocenaiihy dons not deviroy the proof of 
natural religion” and therefore nakes ne ghange 4n the proof of revealed 


| Th ahould really be alaenified as anover 26 
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Wility' of this he hopes to prove by analogy« Then the next otep is to un- 
hoyse gome partitqular objections againet the echeme of moral governnent 
by showing the vans objortions to obtain againet the natural government. 

Hs efgunents aro that in nature 've neo « great Schend of govern= 
ane? Bach individual is clovely related to others of his om epocies, and 
each group to other groups and all events and actions have their intere 
relations, All events relate theneelves to the pact and future with wnknom 
con50quencess The echeme of natural governnent is beyond cur powers of 
conprohenetons* - This auggerts that he vane 1s 4rue in the Sctiond of nora 
governnent. *Indeed, the natural and moral conetitution and government of the 
wrld are 65 66ino6v06 65 40/maks ip together wt ine cehens.? And each 
act of divine goodnoes or juotice is more far reaching than $4s imediate 
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6bjoot. It ion part of the whole which reaches beyond our view. by lus 


+ 2 $48 6djortes/by Kt6 eppinants thes "ths erigia and contmanee 
of ov13 might cacily have doen prevented by ropeuted interpenitions,* nas 
guarded as t6 provent the oo of heya fron the intorpeaitions thenvelves; 

rates dad to pornts the exiotence of evil 14 was 
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4s known to be « exten of cauges and offoots. Effects often require 
undeeirable eauves, for inwiance, hbcquring of one diconne by another 
t00n09? . Likevkoe the thing objouted againet/in the achene of novel 
governnent nay. be petenticlly an ld te virtic.? At any rate; natural 
government. of the world 4e by general lave,* and thee general lavs are 
proquetive of all the good wo enjoy. Foreaight which enables us to con 
operate with natural love for certain romulte is proof of the wieden of 
yemult of general laws and nay be the cms of more good than evil, nay in 
thanselves be good. 

Artler then enticipates the objections of his opponents that the 
argunents of ignorance proves nothing and wo ahould confine our proofs to ow 

of religion rather than $0 our ignorance of 1t» Mis anozer 1s 
partial. - And. our proof of religion roete upon the noral charagter of God, 
tout judges» 54 is ovident that this chapter ghould ales be clacced as 


anaver 40 objections, ainco it has no place in his congtruetive argument. 
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and the notion of an intelligent author of nature, proved by partioular 
atd fine canes inplios 6 vill and x charartes for the krtbers? and we An- 
fer from the nature that he has given us det he character 40. mera. The 
ochene of the uniyeree, including our lot in it, is « product of derehapapter. 
our experience and obgervations convince us that death cannot deotroy a 
living aguit%oend "that our living nature will continue to 1ive after donth.*” 

This proof of  inmortality oxbitoes both our hopes and our foars aince 
we experience and obeerve in the conetitution of nature the fact of pain and 
ploamure and do not know what the potentialities of thees are.* And ainge our 
prevent happiness is 2olfodoternined by our bohavior wo reagscn that our future 
good or 411 1s ov deternineds? The whole of our experiences proves to us that 
2066- eoticnts gets dnpptancd mae 2et-cothient cr attentet:is alas. This 
leads to « belief in future roverde and punicknents. Tails evaluation of actions 


as good and bad, which the doctrines of rewards and punishnents involves, is 


proof of the moral charaoter of the aorerme-of. the. neturad wither? | 


is in the eevential nature of virtue « tendency 36 @ higher degree of rewards 
thats wo experience in the provent atate, =» the opponite being trus of view..* 
though the full revard of virtue and. puniotment of view 4n this world avs 
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How we are placed in the world of mixed good wy cannot comprehend. 
oiy only explanation 1526 do found in vhe tearhing of religion, *that the 
character of virdue and pioty must be « noceanmary qualification of « future 
tate of verrtitegs? and this world is &@ diseiplinary gohool for our improve» 
nent in character. 

The conelueien is ended with an appeal for moral living, which was 
probably proupted by the vicious noyal ovandarde that had provailed in the 
court of Charles IT and were eprouding throughout the enpire. 
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Be OF REVEALED RELIGION 
I. The Inportance of Chrietianity 
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as Lndieuted above, part two of the *analogy* has in mind « thf- 
of 'only an arthor of nature. They are reluctunt to aceride poremnality, 
wieden and denovelence to the principle of cauuation which they call the 
author of nature. Hitler has labored through part one v6 prove to this group 
of deiote that that vaich they coneider the fire 'cance in the wniverse io 
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natural religion vindLoated, Butler ahifts his plan of argunent $0 naks 
the natural universe guppert the content of revealed religion, T4 is 
notioeable that his analogy in park tw 1s confined largely to his anower 
to objections, rather: than to his congtructive arguments. 

Ho begins by attenpting ts chow $ho inportange 5f Chrietianihy, 
that is, its hietorical importance as « cupplenent to natural religion, 
and 14s importance as « nouns to happinoss in the fulure life, Mis firat 
otop in the arguuent 1s 46 clearly dietinguioh between natural religlon 
and revealed religlens Natural roligion,* he has chown, in part one, has 
for its central tenet the diocoyery of God, © wiee and benevolent ruler 
of the univerne, who is divcoverable by the external. evidengen of hs . 
by, "revealed. ralighen* be means thad park. of the gontent, of ralgton, why 
ip nod Gpooppratho by, any. natural; goes. Mnf. bps; oan oommntonted. bo, 3p 
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is not} noceoenary to piety and virtue, and that the only poeeible advantage of 

"revelation'would- be to egtablioh a belief 1n the natural moral oyeten and 
to #timulate the practices of natural piety and virtue; that the firet publi- 
oation of Chriotianity greatly encouraged theee things, perhaps, but it 
nattors but 14ttle whether 14 be the notives and evidences of nature or 
thoee of revelation that now prompt the belief and pragtice of virtue. 

Kh this introquetion he coneiders Chriotienity fron tw aifforet 
angloes:» Aiyet, as «a "repullication, and external inetitution, or PERTAN) or 
vecentiel religion;** and oocond, "as containing an account of « digpente- 
ton of things nov ooireredlo by rounsÞ”? Under the fires head he urges 
that while miracles and prophecy vere noant as proof of « paytioular 40 
panaation of Providence, 1% do08 nb kinder Shes from being uood as pwoo? 
of © gamer orevidence dy God, our moral FEVENTE The proof of his is 
the inplication inthe revealed diopennation vf 'things of the moral character 
of the anther of nature. The prophote and workers of niracLes ales taught 
exprocely that the natural vorld was under « nora Governor. Thege pulblichers 
of revelation proved the exietence of the krhar of nature by obowiag that 
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Under the eecond point he argues they whereas natural religion 
reveals our duty to God the Father only, Chet ot anity brings new obligations 
in revealing our relation to the other pernens of the Godchead, the Son 
ant the fidly Ohort.” Thus revealed religion goon beyond natural” religion, 
for through the natural leave alone we could never have known the Son and the 
Holy Ghoot. | This, he thinks, is provt of the inportance"of Chrietianity. 

It is a vindLeation of the poniiive precepts of yeligion along with the 
moral procepts;” Moral dution, arioing out of ths nabure of "the 0880, wo 
Learn fron natural roligibny' tut poottive tutLen, vhieh 66 not wive fron 
the nature of the case, but from comments externally ghven, 1 we _ JEarn from 


revealed religion. But vines the given poaitive precepts come from the 
noral Governor of the natural world we are under as deep otligation to 
keep them as the precepts whoos reatons we $00. 


2. Revelation Convidered as Kreculeus. 
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The w_—_ erivieten of the doiets againet Chrlathantty was the 
miraculous element in it, that 1s, the breaking into the continuity of 
nature. BubLor attempts to moet that odjootion by ohowing hed the miraculous 


is not oo far re ey} Vide proceeues of nature as vome JUPPs 80. He 


|, "Tv 4s hils belief that if thers were ay provunytions An nature 
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> ot or” as that there is no ouch procumption at thooe points. fle oays; 
oe $2UTY d63s irgatleo nl revel ation . 
-* *If "the" analogy of nature raioes a procumption againet 
this general gchenes of Chrietianity, 1t mugt be either 
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But analogy raioes no provunption againet the 
of his Oweey upon any gre of $hoos Cooounde,” 
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He takes uo the first point and attempts to how that dhore. is 
wa oh in the natural world that ws cannot know by reasen or oxporionee. 


_ wy - G . 
0s ou OASIS en en 
— PORE Ge ORE er eo WT Ha, to 


* — Ceres - 


His om words are as Follows: 


2 >> Rc Viy . 


2 _ pe , 
- FIa——_— 7 Ao A 
Te Eee nt. tate a 


—__—_— EE 


*"Thether the echene of Nature be, in the eirictort cones, 
infinite or not; 4t is evidently vast oven beyond all 
poonible imaginations And doubtlons that part of it 

which is opened to our view is but as «a point, in comparigen, 
of - the whole plan of Providence, 'reathing throughout eternity, 
past and future; in compariooen of what is oven now going on 
in the remote parts of the boundleass univ j nay in come 
parieon of the whole acheme of this wrid.” | 


This unknowable part of the natural world hs thinks is analagous to the 
schene of Christianity which is not divcoverable by reamcn or other natural 
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On the evcond point he argues: 


"and in the conetitution and natural gevernment of the 
world, as well as in the moral coveriniat.ve 12 
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to io miraculous « An ChrkotLantty, he adds: 
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| Butler then undertakes to relicve the projudice ageinet Chrietian 
aipagches of the worlds He argues that here was in the” beginning the. + 
exertion of a power which fixed the order of things, and which was totally 
attend: thencthrigntetrtconmdeies actare.v? anhevieaticrutes eriqnuaye 
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Having thus instituted the miraculous power: at the beginning 
of the world; as « part of the world-process, he geos no reagon why & 
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recurretiee of that power chould be coneidered to be oo different from the 
world-proceass. Here the Mehop is making nature puppert the euparnatural. 
This 4s in harmony with the general plan of the "Analacy."- 


$6 IIA 


—_—_——C_—__—  — 


8 mi SAT IOTS Oi oye IE > Oe ae. VO noe, OG oo Soo—— Deo 


ODT, GH Y © O00 rd Io nr 


*6 


— CC -gqk 


Ant. com Wee 


34 Our Inability v6 Judge Revelations 


- 


* 10> 


-— ae Bs 
_—_— —  — cc cL Tx 


Anzuming to have removed: the objections .againgt revelation in 
general Butler proceeds in the third, fourth, fifth and gixth chapters 
to remove the prejudices against eto revelation in particular. 


He entitles the third chapter, "Of our Incapacity of Judging what were to 
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He argues that al ou zh God Lnevruct » hls creatures r according to given laws 
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underetanding of the content of revelation magt ales be eratuaty” The 
natter of groat concern is whether the truth of Chrietianity be « real 
revelation and not how 14 ehould bs Left us- If the revelation 1s genuine 


the apparent obecurities, variations of oby1o, afforenges, doubtful authore 
ohip, eto, are no occaeton for alarm, unless 14 had boon guarmnteed to us 
before-hand that the book containing the revelation ehould be gecure from 
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dhess  Rotrepanehone tle contends that to overturn revel adion 14 mot e 
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ahoun that there 56 adgolutely no proof uv all of the niractes perforned. 
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originally in attoaotation of the celaing of Christianity, o- of any fulfill- 
monk of prophecy which was beyond the ability of nan to, foroves. 
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The mannery he claims, in which Golotieniipy 3 0%, & revelation 
of « partiouler aLopeneation, is given is malogens. to ho manner in which 
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wo avquire knowledge of nature, In both caves wo ehrugglo with what goons 
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caprictous and Lryagular kn Language. x7 wo objors 4o 4ds mode tm witeb 


vw receive Anotruction wo mus? r9jook all ordinary information. The hindrances 
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to natural knoulodge and to cuperncturel knowledge are of the vane kind. If 
14 requires continuous and patient toll to diocoyer the noaning of the Seriptires, 
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20 14 doon to dhocoyer the neming of nature; for inovanee, the diocovery of 
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ment of tmnoral habits. 


Chrietianity, a Schene Inperſegtly Underastoods 


The fourth chapter, entitled "of Chriotianity, conai.dered as a 
schene or Conatitution imperfectly comprohended, ® is « continuation of the 
defence of Chrietionity by chowing that the morality of the echene of 
Ghiotienity Lo ourtained by analogy to natures The objection to the con- 
otitution of nature, 'vhah 14 produces injuotioes, Rene #b0«, 1s "anoceres 
in part ono by the ancortion that nature 1s a echene tov broad and too 
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infinitely groat for the human "faculties 1 to comprehend. The vane angver 
is nade to the objections againet the apparent injuetices and niocarriages 
of justics in Chirietianitye He avooube It is « ochens inperfectly compre- 
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vous to euppoue God was reduced to the neceraity of « long cores of 
intricate nems in order t0 accompligh his ends, the recovery and galve= 
tion of the world," 1s anovered by affirning that the eans ayatery is 
provent 1n nature. The echene of natural government 1s not {ized but 
vegreoeLve wnd requires various neanes and mach tines? Be in the daily 
proceeces of nature wo noe God operating in the gane nanner that he operates 
4n the Chriotin achene of the galvation of the world, 

In this way Hitler proves the echene of Chrietianity to be as 
norgl- as is the echene of nature against which thoee deiots, to whom this 
vection of the "Analogy? is addrovucd, raioed no objection. 


5+ Salvation Mediated through « Divine Beings 


In the f49th chapter Butler noots. the. popular. objection to. the 
orthodox view of the netiutoraip of Chariot in the plan of ealvation. And 
to this tack he gives coneiderable tine and opace, vince he cots it forth 
as the central dootrine of revealed religion. Ho argues from analogy that 
46 procerved/ by the inetrunentality of others-®? - x4 1s urged that if we 
' obnerve thuprinciple of noediation to be pregent in the natural world 1% 
7 #6futes the vbjertion to the general iden of nodiation in the epiritual 
| Thus 38 Lays the foundation of the prineiple of nodiution Ln 
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Lav already eetatiiohed in the universs,” we ooo the nocectity of « notiator 
in order to prevent future puniehnent,* jusk as we obuerve the nood of 
the nediation of the renedios and reliefs of nature and the help of men to 
prevent the naximum pain reeulting fron our folly in this life.* If the 
need of « mediator is true in the general governnuent of the world $1t is 
probate in the epecial providence taught by Chriotianity. No contends that 
aince nothing we curcelves could do would prevent the vieitation upon us of 
the full penal convequemeres of cur violation of the natural lavs we know, 
14 is probable that repentance and reformation are not enough to prevent 


the penal reamlis «- the extent of which wo cannot ace +» in the future world 
for our violation of natural laws. * 4 modiator Ls neceenary- Ho reainds 
us that rectitude following the erininal act will not prevent the penal 

'of our niodoeoeds in our judieial oyitoen here, which 1s « natural 
ayoion, and ap I of God as taight 
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i revelations 
"lis otatoes again that ainoe future punichnent 1s the reeult of the 
violation of natural laws whone roach is infinite, repentance is not ouf- 
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Butler, haying dram his analogy and found in nature aufficiont 
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ouppert for the principle of mediation, otates with characteriatic detail 
the orthodox view of the interpoaition of Chriet in a noceocary of footunl 
nanner, "to provent that exemution of justics upon ainnors, which God had 
appointed chould etheruios have. bom Executed. upen vhen.®? He then turns 
from reazoning to dognatic aacortions, quoting Beriptural texts as procf. 
He recognizes the objection againet the doctrine of the eatie- 
faction nade by Chriet, that in letting hin take the puniehnent of ainful 
non 14 aace: God appear indifferent as to who receives puniohnent, the 
guilty or the innogent« _ Ho roplice that the cane objection. can. be raked 
"against the whole echene of theiem and the whole notion of religion, as 
Ghrietieniiy,*? aince we obaerve in the daily cours of nature 
that. the innocent do ouffor for the guilty, This vicarious punichnent for 
oin in the achene of Chrietianity is on the cane backs as vicarious punigh- 
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revelation, The objection is raioed that "if the evidence of revelation 
appears doubtful this iteelf turns into a pooitiive argument againget it; 
bocauee 14 qannet be cuppened that, if 14 vere true, 1 would be lofi 46 
oudaiot upon doubtful. evidence.®? ys charges that the objection Ls buoed 
upen the euppouition "that 14 cannot be thought that God would beatev any 
tare. ah 6h1 nan ns ankoce bn the degree. wich, ww ahh, be mhettds ans whbed, 
wo Anagine would be moet to our particular advantage; and ales that 14 can- 
not} be thought that he would beetov & favor upen any, unloees he begtow the 
une npen 6114? Thece euppeotiiens, be avers, are found ts bs frequently 
contradicted in the natural goverment of God,” and in the general courve 
of natures? Me citations are Yhe beotowmnent of health and other gifts in 
the natural realu with "proniecucus variety” upon theoe of the vane epecies 
and of qual negds.* 


He aduite that revelation, nether Jowlob nor Chriotion has doen 
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unkvereat,” and that as thfferent tines both revelations have had yarying 

had &« higher degree of evidence of the truth of revealed religion than the 
who 1ived in the days of airagles had 

more proof of uiraclos than thooe who lived lukore, Ih Ls vrue, he eays, 
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that come, in « neurer aituation to 14 chould have its light obecured, 
and in different ways wid degrees intercepted; and that others hould 
be placed within its clearer influence, and be mach more enlightened, 
cheered and Urocted by it; ' Wat yot, that wen to theee it would be 
ns more than 'a 1ight ehining in « dark Lene,” All this is in perfect 
harmony with God's ways in the beetomnent of his other bloooings in the 
gonoral adniniotration of the natural world. Ho nitigatos the harshness 
of this doetrins, however, by naying het ve abal1/ all be held accountable 
only in Sropertion to the favoratleness of our direatetatana.* 

The game wiedomy he declares, of the Author of nature that nade 


different orders of creatures gave different neral Cepatiii cs to met. 


That 2ome should have great religious advantages Ls, therefore, analogous 
is de® tet You bo wh new, aaks the Ki ahop, but that this procent 


ot ate of o0eming inequality as to religious advantages is the regult of = 


previous oxi 6hancs which relates L40eLf to ho prevent ns the procent re- 
dies Vhoolt to the futurer* at any rate, the Lack of evidence, real 
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11for | "And © nan Ls as Firaly bound norally to voared for the truth of 
religion as bo Lo bs obey the fri be Knows nad dalLeres. and the fact 
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of hs fruth of roliglon may conntitute the tleekplinary probles 
for cons, For aro we not prodationers in regard to the affairs of our daily 
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again, the difficulties which eurround the evidences of 

for vome give no more gauee for couplaint than the physloal 

of temptations do for others; and yonptetion in requiring 

virkdue 4s good moral aL00hpline. Speculative diffigulties aro of « oluiler 
be noarch for the vruth 

and. $6, exenine the evidences of religlen.4 & teuptution to none non, and 

their moral. duty io v6  oxanine $be evidenges” 2s an oxergiee for building 

moral fibre, This chapter gloses with. a honilys 
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The author $tates that the purpoos of 'his bwok in net tb prove 
a theeis concerning the character of God, but ts bring to 1ight the prac 
"objection of nene® For 14 10 not noceueary to Vindieate the 
nature of Providence, eines the thing ageing? which non object nay bo-just 
as good, if we underotood then in their farthest reaches, as the things wo 

comnenLy call goods 

Ho holds that the queotien is not whether the offered evidences 
be concluaiye, but whether they are otrong enough "to prove and digcipline 
that virtue which 14/ procuppeces,"? tn nan. He al00 nakes the viatonent 
that he hes purpoeely net the encny on their own ground =o has "argued 
upen the principles of others*? oo and has willingly withheld his ow con- 
coption of 'the dacte principles of truth und norality} that he has not 
puohed the natter to its final conclusion on his own axcunptions but has 


confined himeelf to the aovunptions, proceenes and orne of his opponents. 
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in natural religion, and all the objections againet 
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It is interesting to note that Butler argued to probable rather 
than poaitive conclugions. 4t no place doog he take &@ dognatic atand for 
his poaition. . He nakes direct gtatements of what he congiders to be hie- 

riecal fact,” but his concluaions from thoee facts aro gtated as 'probatil e* 
evidence that the thing be geoks to prove is true. 
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Part one is an attenupt to prove that the world is probably under 
the control of «a wise and beneficent God, He begins with the ecantest as 
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of nature. Butler argues that this principle of .caucation is "probably* 
the God of the religious man. Lach otop of the argument reaches « "probable*? : 


upon which the eucceeding otop is built, He finds fin nature 
'probuble* ovidengo of the dockrins of « final judgnent, To this probable 
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he clinbed top by atep» Firet he finds by obcervation that 
'probable' evidences of 1ife after death. This is im 
harmony with the youchings of religion. From the doctrine of natural im- 
” argues fron evidence found in nature that the future 
in a world baged on the natural order» From this he argues that 
in the next world 
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the conclugioen that the principle of natural law which governs the world 
is 'probably* the perscnal governor of the world, who governs us by rewards 
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and puniehnents; that eince we are by the laws of nature rewarded for vir- 
tuous acts and puniahed for vicious aots the governor of the world is 
"probably* a moral governor. By anowering obj ctions againgt the apparent 
unkindness of the operation of natural law, Butler proves that the moral 
governer of the world is alve *probably' a wine and benevolent governor. 
Thus otep by otep he reaches the conelusion that the author of nature, which 
the more violent wing of the deiots reduced to ng nore than the prin- 
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he eotabligehes the *probatle* identity of the God of nature and the God of 
the Kble., 


But the probabilien of Butler is not nero eauoiotry. Ho attacked 
el46 viguraity the" vaiietry of the denotes The A.ghop argued that probable 
of iruth in aatters roligious carries with it obligation to act. 
His doctrine of probability is quite clanilar to What of Mohop Vilkins in 
2nd 2utee of Natural Relighons Ho cays in Chapter 14, "when 
there is no euch evident cortainty as to take away all kind of doubting in 
euch 06009; © judgumt that is equal and impartial muvt incline to the greater 
prodabili.tiove”* ys carrice the 100ue further by contlauing as follows: *If 
any natter offered to coneideration, the probabilities on both aides be cup- 
to be equal -» yot oven in tile cane uen nay be obliged to order their 
artions in favor of that eide wiich appoays the nout cafe and advantageous 
** 24 was jun this type of pridentiol norality that / 
abt pantdiioty warned aims 
' God of rol and the 'probability* that the pooitive pre- 
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but alaply woes the natural as @ prenies in order to 
prove. the. cupernatural, In his effort to chow that the gane God rules over 
both roalus he goons at times fo gain & glinpse of « unity of tbe two realus 
as one universs. But it is only a glinpes and paoges like a flitting 
ohadow to give place again to his dualion, 

Hs philonophy of religion is aloo gafoly orthodox, Ho builds 
upen the age hat religion began in «a pure form, with a *firgt* rove 
02 ahi0n, © and, has. grow conotantly more gorrupts. This 4s the bradktional 
view and was current in his day. Ty is upon this falos anounption that we 
find his building his theory of revelation and his plan of aalvation, 

The conception of God found in the * * in coupatable with 


Anglican church in Butler's day. 
dho intelligent arther of nature. 
to make God an authoritarian being who rules 
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the universe. (by uniyergal lev) and whoos will is ouprene low, to the 
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of ths YUhing he cooks to ootabligh -- 

with his worldview, his philosophy of religion and his o6 

religions to Butler” « ady of doctrine is by believed and revelation is 
this aothed by which this obj cetive truth 1s commnieated to han. nevede» 
tion, then, £s the wthoritative, final, objective information about Cod" s 


plan of valvution for nan, comma cated from the cupernatural to the 


natural routu.* In his genera ue of the torn wo interpret his concop< 


| body of info: 
Bins. This 1s early the neholautic view of revelations 
His plun of calvation 1s, iikewl ne, the orthodox ohs, In keep- 


ing with the doctrines of eupernatwaliled bf his 


to wan; wi wakes valvetion « Yovcus from the realn of the 
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contending that 'probable! evidence of the vruth of roligion bound men to 
ack as if religion were « denenstrable fhing, er's probabili mm 
can hardly be. gaid to be an unique feature of the. 'anglogy" + 
| His uniquenees lies in another direction. I io in his pothed 
of vindicating gupernaturalien. - As indicated above, his nothod was ts 
found religion in nature, » to find in nature and experience evidences of 
the eupernatural, Hitler's 
'© « priori the nature and athributes of Godz the Mobop cought ts 
prove inductively the exiotence of God, that is, that tbe natural world, 
as. 14 1108 open yo our obgorvation, furniohes reagonable proof that the 
is probably yue, Rarting with the _ 
world Butler attenpts to prove that the artber of nature is the 
of the Bible and thereby cloos 
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approximated the Baconian method. The method of the "analogy* was no different 
from other apologiots that it has been deaignated the Novun Qregamm of 
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Fs Ooh, Heonnell cays Butler uged the game nethod that Bacon uaed, "puroued 


the game and in his departnent -- & careful weighting of evidence -= a cautious 
putting forth of his ythoughts indigate his garnet coarch after truth, which 
he declared in « letter to Dr. Sumuel Clarke (Clarke's Works, IT, p. 747) 
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« 


While 14 is apparezt that Homnell 


+ 


eti68 weay from the denonotration of * he nature and attri 


TEENY RUE 7" 


4p ICID + 


LY 


—"* SES x 


nnture and procecte to ohow that the 


10 a neuter = 
3:25 <4 


CY 


. 


4 ” PW. 4 3-2 + \ 45 ; 
s rather than the God 


mo 


P4315 * þ ; 


— — ——— — — — — 


_HCE OE Ts fo ow 


fk 


- n ho . "= awed v3” <8. 
Ee ee eee dee _ 
* - 


as of 0 nw 


ey 


* "ey 


, 4: $= 
A477 v1 


MF. 4" "= 


x. 0 © 


y=- 


- vo wes ih EI = Ar eh 
_— 


o69- 


= 


PART THREE 
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' An indicated in another noction of "this froatioe the "Analogy" 
ho withes't at's potion problem. - utler's ain was the roeocue 
of oupernaturalien, whose moet immediate eneny was Englioh Doign. The 
'analogy* vas witten for the very definite purpore of overttifouing 
Deiem. Although there were other oppeaing influences prodably 
than the * ' << the ecopticion of Hume and Yhe emotion» 


alien of the Voeloyan Revival << Englich Deiom began to wane noon after 


the appearance of the 'anglogy'. For that reazcn, perhaps, the book when 
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This peak was reached gradually. After 18680 the deotent was rapid. This is 
cho fn Figure Iv. 


Some Schools uged the book for « mich longer period than others, 
depending, no doubt, upon the yenperaent of local aduinioirative officers and 


other nattors of local coloring, The sherteet known period of the use of the 
book "ns @ text in wn Anorican inotitution of higher education is one year. 
Three different schools ugcd the book only ones years The longeet recorded” 
period of ue by any vchool Le ofigirty<four yours. The echool thus credited 
is Trinity Collogs, Hartford, GConns The "Anglogy* gerved Bowdoin College as 
a text for goventy-goven yours: Ton cohools ueed 14 for « half century or 
nore and thirty-five gohools ugcd it for a quarter of a century or longer. 
Nit Gitbey vs yours Ye dith hid bi wits" airicic" odideny wy 4 


ante, avcording to viatiovies availatic, is one thousand, eight hundred and 


feFiy-two. This computation 16 on the banks of dovumentary data. There is 
het the book was ueed in geveral other achools, but 
dooe not furnioh the actual dates it was oo uved. This let wo give in Table IT. 
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In addition to the concrete, definite information obtainable ro» 
garding the ues of the 'analogy' in the echools, there are cuch gonoral 


otatements as the following from our correependence with edueators regard- 


ing their knowledge of the ue of the book in Anerican echoole; 


Js E. Whittoker of the Theological Seninary of the Evangelical 
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Church «t Chicago, Illinois 2ays the book was « "gtandard text in 
Colleges up to about 1860," 
| Another indication 6f the general ues of the book among 
is the facet that it was on the required let of the conforemes cours of 
Chureh from 1873 up to 1908, 
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Table III, (eont'd,) 
Colby 


Totals ©. & + + + 5 + 155506 
In the few ingtances where the actual number required to uss 
'analogy* «as « teat or collateral reading is obbainable and can be 
checked 'againet tie $636] enrollneut, wo find that about one-fifth of the 


total enrollment have weed the book, If we wpply that propertion to the 
$ovLvenrelunent of the veautyeeight achools gLves in Tabhe TIT above, we 
have « total of thirty-one ttougund, dad ubitedd ht iS ble "ave 
naotered the *aaglegy-* and if we wwoune that the vehools 11otod in 
Table INT are 's reprecentative group and apply the law of averages to all 
the echools upon which the dais of this general inveatigation is nade, 
we nay eviiuate that nore than one hundred and fifty thoucand mon and 


Cn all. -1. re 7 os »Qaw we > 


women, ninieters and laywen, have uaed' the book as regular atudents. The 


Y 


WOENESS « 3 


five years will Pules the munber conoiderably 


þ» 
RF. S--o bbs evutents + time watng ths ogy” wuld 
be fairly fanilior with the argunents "Y Butler. Wherever information is 


*43.4 623% 8 
obvaineblo 1% anens that inotructers have required « proviy 

> 1s Sew $6 dexiiacny of tanaerioumnsst,. ieages wt  PRnngtontt 
da Bodc gyro gs ror ankaduourtce lentoaandf 


vOof #2558 4 


TSS Cn ior $13, 99.4 #4 


Oates 


| PTY T4. S 474% © AS 
Lan}, Proabyterten Sb 14 wn va 


, Ne eee eee ee OY ee eeee—_—_—_—_——_———CC 9. 
ot os OB Ho ee BRAT de IT AA. 
Ea —  ——— —_ u__ 
SOUP Ant Sn ep ISR I ORE T_T 19 WE ry Ry ST Oh ee 


the Hothodiet Blehops in getting the book invto the nettul content of the 
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Rev. Profesgcr D. A. Hayes, ' Ve quote from « pergcnal letter from Profoeggor 
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Hayes regarding the wbjert; 


"3 renenber well that it was « text-book at 4 
loyan in ay etudent days, 166 
examination upon it there, and 
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1% Yhroes times, the ruling in coach cage being that previous 
examinations and grades did not count." 


In &$411 other Luvtances the ruppo ved inportanee of tbe” book as an apologetic 


is indicated by the faet that the provident of the achool taught the * ' 
hinsslf, as was the gage at Bucknell Univeraity. 
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another indication of how the content of the "analogy" was provent 
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in the theological teaching of the Anorican gchools where the book was not 
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Table IV, (oont'd,) 

Jane of Sahool Joy Yned 

Pringeton Theological Seminary Toaxt: _ yours required 
wo 

5t, John's College; Greely, Colorado | ds 1 #trongly 
vised 

Drake Univeraity Ref reading 


Bethel Inotitute erenge reading 
Read Theologieoal GSeutnary, Upland, Indiana Collateral reading 
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hecording to this 1iet of nchools wileh &till Yhink Butler is 
the beet apologiot for cupernaturalien in the natural wor I} would be : 


= 
. 


difficult to oay that the influence of the ' analogy? in inertcan theetogy 
can yot be eotinated in full, 
Theee are the facts concerning the ues of Bufler's *analogy* 


as « textbook or collateral reading, or in cons other way « part & the 
curricula, in inerican ingtitutions of higher learning Now comes the 
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thus wars former 4n' anerican religious thought previous to 
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$ the tins of the entrance of the 'qnalogy' into Anorican apologetios. 
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To «a curvey of the influenges which projected the problens which 
anerioun apologiots had to face wo nov turn our attention. 


II, INFLUENCES WHICH BROUGHT THE * ajlAlLQQTY INTO 


AMERICAN APOLOGETICS. 
is Aanorica Doi ans 


The earlioot dominant religious thought in anerica was tank am, 


whooe chief tenets wore tfranocendence and deterninien. This the coloniets 


ought with thes fron Burope: Arainienion had offered « harp rivalry to 


Puritanien by eaphaci zing the neaward oide of theology, as againet the 
Puritan enphasls on the Goduward oide of ealvation, which nade the 


of God nothing other that unchanging fate.” Bit the noot diotrozeing 


of Puritenion was Deion, which challenged the artitrary rule of « capricious 
ul of Ute universe and retuced everything to rule by « natural luv which 
« - As early ns 1794 Bikes Allen; * | whe aduite he Ls called & 


reyes his eleike of the vyoten of Calvanion, witch gives ts the 
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through nature, for « tranecendant God who takes part in the affairs of the 
world by only an cocasional interference vith the order of nature, Although 
Allen did not produes a couprehensive oeysten of thought, he cauped unenciness 
to the orthodox by pointing out ths unoatiofactory nature of the dualien 
that was doninant in theolegys The difficulties of having God and man in 
uh widely noparated roalns was gaining recognition. It renained for 
others to pugh this readies against tualiom to «a nonietic conception of the 
Deiom in Anorigca then, had its origin in a reaction against 
Puritan tranecendenoe and Determini on.” Ancording to Riley American Dei an 
pavect trek alk vho otages and bore the general characteriotics of ingligh 
Fog The apologetie phage of Dain, which cought b6 bring harmony 
between the Mble on roacon, reprovented in England by Toland's Qurkatianitx 


nas. Kenharkous, 1d TLnda's Garieitanihs as Bid as ihe Sreakien, hed for 


ths expenent in the 96lantes Oovten Kathor 1m 113 Laaaanaihe Daliaken (1733) 
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Kkure xAkh Belkchous Inuroranentty (1723). That phane of Deimn which” 
LF: SAP ath on Sts at. 3 
} religion by putting on a naturel banks, whooe Knglioh 
vu Paper! _—— 
regronamtatine was Lord Kardars of Garry, hs father of Daten, had as its 
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The deietic rationalim which had now and again lifted its head 
in the latter part of the eoventeenth century, nade « bolder. appearance 1n 
the. eighteenth century. The peocinien of Calvanian began to give way to 
> =ere. hopeful view of tbe. unLyoree. and the. rational and. hanovelend nature 
in its purpo_e.* The echoes began to chow aigns of breaking the leading« 
strings of Calviniem., The Dudlian leotureahip was founded at Harvard (1751) 
for *theproving, explaining and proper vos and inprovenent of the prin» 
eiples of natural religion.* Proxident Holyoke pointed out in the. firet of 
thees lectures a cunnary of "the problens of dualiom as connected with 
comologys* The attenpt to get away from the protien of cualion by « 
vindication of naturel religion led later to the idea of the golf-oufficioncy 
of nature or to pantheion, This dioparaging of cuperuaturalim was not to 
go unchallenged by the orthodox, as wo hall ace later. Yale ales hai her 
peried of deiotic rationalion. Dy ered. pildovondsy'of rugs, aye 2ogher 
of Tale, is ould to. Mt been taken from the more} philocophy of Vollaston's 

2aldglen, af, Autura:. Vollagton was an outetending deint of England, Proe- 
The Charnetorighies of Shafteabury, the nan whon the Knglich deiets claingd 
as their rue reprecentative, made n doop inpreecion upon hin and, he con- 
forced, Il (ARA $1.45 certios or 
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85. 
Ks later thought developed into Deiem of the more conotructive type, which 
"has as its beginning benevolence, and as its ond evidences of comic deaign.” 
Vi1liam Lillingoton of Kings Collogo, author of Remarks upon gur intended 
Collegs, wit ca1166 '« delot and atheiet. £11 this is indicative of the roli- 
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gious thought at that tins. 


Lie ws. oo 


L 


ta, 44 


In addition to this evidences of Deiam in the cchools, there were 
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outstanding thinkers and otatoamen, whooe influence reached beyond any one 

#chool, whone religious crood would be claveified as deivtic. To this group 
belonged Benjanin Franklin. He tolls how at the age of fifteen, 

to doubt the doetrine of revelation, friends placed fin his hands troeatioos 

againgt Doiom. "It happened,” he gays, "that they wrought an effect on ne 
quite contrary to what was intended by theng for the arguments of the Doiote, 
which vere quoted to be refuted, appeared to uo much rironger than the re- 

futation; PRTPrany I 860m beeane « thorough Det oten* i the age of twenty- 
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two he publiehed hle Artacles of Meliet and Arty of Belagden. One veotion 
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urged the realing of "the deietic arthors. Another cootion, 
+* broke forth into bald pluralioen. Yo 
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*Next to the Praige remulting from and due to his 
Wiadom, I believe he is pleaced and delights in the 
Happiness of thoee he has croat and oinece without 
virtue Man can have no happiness this Vorld, 1 firaly 
believe he delights to coo me Virtuous, decaune he is 
pleased when he goes no happye 
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"and 2ince he has created many things, which anem 

puraly for the Delight of Many I believe he 

is not offended when he goes his children gcolage them» 

nelves in any manner of ploacant exorci ces and Innocent 

ug and I ihink no pleagure innocent that is to 
p 


af * him therefore for his Goodness; and I adore 
hin for his Wedom, 


Lot mo then not fail to praige ay God continually, for 
4t-4i4s his Due; and it is all I can return for his many 
Favours and great Goodnees to me; and lot me rogolve 


to be virtuous, that I may be happy, vhet I my ploare 
Him, who is delighted to nos me happy» ner 


Franklin ho cked the contemporary wrid of orthodoxy with is 
polytheion., He had puched Deiom to a point beyond which the deiets of England 
never intended 4t ahould go, His plurality of gods was the logical romult 


of the deietic tendency to remove God oo far in tins and gpace that he was 
beyine'the reah/ef men, 'uhdos religious noote-tanand: a god-od hands 

The religion of the atatoman=philocopher was quite wiiliterian, 
fe founded-an ethical aocioty for young neon which he called his "Society of 
the 6l4ey generation conciter hin « dangerous loader of youth.? 

He was the eppohent of all that goened like coercion in religions 


Lon is is $1lnetret6d- by an ixeidext of-the Gonntitutiansl. Gonren- 
\ Rarenties ms doadlocked: Franklin aro, nade a motion 
_ prayer as « noms of unifying their thought, 
mg ho ian gg $oateonem car Se Bag hee 
*held prayer to bes unneceannarye* Riley, ps TS. 
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gave his epproval and acaiotance to Jonoph Pricstly aloe, « leader of the 
radicals in religion. His deiotic tendencies are further indicated by a 
lother to Baya, $i4leo; in wich he revatiious *the deietie arepd of his 
youth,” and declares that he believes the deietic conception of religion 
to be nearer to the conceptions of prinitive Chrietianity than were the 
prevailing conceptions of orthodoxy. 

The 4npact of the perecnality of Franklin upon Philadelphia 
narked the city as the advocate and leader of liberal thinking. His 
14 beral policy made itnelf felt upon his educational child, the UniveraLty 
of Pemneylvania. Miley tells us that the achool attracted attention in 
requiring no ereedal toats of religion-of its profeacers, and by being -—- 
bread enough in its religious eynpathies to endoree the ideas of Thomas . 
Paine by. +he. doctowel upon hin of. an honorary. hegree: Against this 1iberal- 
Lom wo may expect a reaction. | 

Another nan whooe influence was not confined ty © particular 
school or locality, and whons religious views were doiotic, was Thomas 
Franklin, of « reaction againet the aoverity of Puritanien. Jofforen's 
training, which he received at the College of Willien and Mary, was of a 
of progroeeive thought, is religious ideas he regeived ut the hands of the 
leodl Qorgy of the Church of Rngland, Riley Says theee non had atooped 
thensolves in the deietic literature of Tagland, and bevame go rockloos 
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in theiy theologioal thinking that they have been called "the Carglior 
egy? 

wen enta theacaenadetig tio dmes torts las. rake 
mma lg tarovaatren acute. 5 Being the founder of the 
Univeraity of Virginia, he inotituted « plan of educating the young away ; 
from the orthodox views of religion by a gradual procees:. The otudent 
was to otart with what was coneidered a haruleoss book, couch as Hutchingon's 
Hora Philo nophy, but was to come finally to the more radical books, cueh 


as Joreph Prievily's Corruptions of Curketianity. Joffoneon reached 
beyond the walls of the clags-room, however, with his Syllabus of an 


Eoiimato of tbe Pogirines of Loris. compared with Thane of Bikers+ (1803). 


The Sx1labug begins with a curvey of the morals of the ancient philosophers. 


Following this iv an expenition of the corruption of the views of the 
deity by the Jews: The lart aroatadked ances eandoionud view of 
norality and Deiom, chowing how he vought to correct the Joutoh views of 
Deimme. When knouLedgo of the 311labug reached the public the procident. 
vas charged vith atheim. Ms Zhe late and Herls of Lam of Haanrath 
is « more nodevt undertaking. It conetote of wn aoventiiage of veroees conn 
taining the moral progepte of Jouus, literally *elippet® fron the four 
goupels: It was later pubiiohed by Congrees {n polyglot form, and is 
known as the Jefferven Mble, Beakdes theee putiiched works, Mleoy indi- 
cates that the large correependence of Joffervcn, in which he claine to 
be now an Epleurvan and tow & Materialiot, chow hin v6 be a nan who was 
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naterielion viich, puched to 13s logiout contluakon, mount atheion. Ho 


#4411 found in nature evidence of = powerful and intelligent firat canne. 
on the other hund he gw no neeeceity of anything more than natural religion. 
Revelation hnd no place in his conception of religions 
Jefferen's religious views brought coneure upon him from both 
world. The Tederaliote culled Procident Jefforoon 
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of ki gs on Iphrien who hes become extengied 
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theology vere to be allowed. oxLotenee in the vicinity of the unkver- 
ety, bub were to be in nowiee « part of the univeraity. For euch plan 
al raiglon.e* This is an indication of the oppoaition 
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populare . It had remained « 2ort of luxury of the intellectuals and had 
not filiered down to the magnes. If renainged for another yo populariae 
Deiem. That other was Thomas Paing. He cane to the uaooes with « popular 
form of Delem-at the paychelogienl nonent.. 4 cones of froedum_ and toler» 
ation vas ranpent, The colonies had throw off the opproveien of the 
nother-land and were keenly conexous of their nov froeden, Declarations 
and acts of liberty within the colonies wore overyubers,. The principle 


of 14berty and freeden for which Franklin, Jefforgon, and others had contended 
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ihat religion could be directed by reaven only. Madioon held 
men wore entitled to follow their congcienges in the matter of worehip, 
ant guaranteed religious froeden to Virghnia, and 
Franklin's influence wrote inte the conetitution of Pexneylvania & clause 
which forever provented religious coercion. Of the thirteen original 
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ofatos, twelve had incroaued the degree of 
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tho gt of, Bangey poyulartued dofetie views thak wore not 


generally 'eLeurly defined us yet, | At its thought Ls nok nov. According 
to Riley 14 has only « fow phages That ars original . 


*Xt tins vhs game methed of 80«qulled 
of the provtitens of ovi 

the gave irrideocent dream as to 
the gate deludlon av to monotheimm 
belief +., of the writings 
ER 2s Paine 


alas} thy 014 Tertanent, of Chudd againes 


This part of The book 1s pure negation, but 1t is effeotive. The pooitive 
$14s of the book is more effective, It dioparages « theology which nakes 

qual” to el" Ln” pover and Legrades teh to o woim wid the carth to = 
wildernoss of we, This the author calls « falos baaks for Chrictianity, 
lo offers as 1ts rubetitute the oary eptinin that characterized the 


The effect of the Age of Reagen upon the naozes of cymmon mon 
and wonen Lo 
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wore Yery few profeesional men were not m_ 


This obate of affairs arouged the opponents of deiom to action» 
Some of the leener lights among the glergy gought to geandalize the whole 
movement by attacking the character of the deiots thenoelves, particularly 
Hobbes, Hume, Paine, Voltaire and Btban Allen, The colleges offered a 
more dignified reeiotance., Outotanding among the latter clags of the op- 
ponents of populer Doimm is Pregident Tinothy Duight of Tale, who wrote 
against it, Other gchools uved other nothods of. opporition. - But of this 
wo cal. hear more Laver« 

Another enemy, though of minor oignificance, whoge hoad was 

and France, The letter protktly furniched the greater | 
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Thomas Joffervon, was also « man of broad intellectual intereats and very 
kindly dispeced &«' Frenes philoveptyy.? Through the influence of these 
ot at exmen-philovophers French thought was introduced into America. 

According to Riley Jefforvon was brought under the apell of the 
Freneh nateriagliots in Paris. While vhore he heard's gories of loctures 
by Cadants on the relation between the body and the mind, 4m which be affiracd 
that "ihe twain vveretes thought +-- the nerves nate the man." This, ws 
are told, led Jefferven to reazen in « naxner alailar 36 this: As nagnetiem 
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is « property given to a needle which coa90s on ihe ignition of the needles, 


perhaps thought 1s « funetion of the hunan body perultar to « certain organ, 
the train, which coacee when death GLeoeLves the organ of thought. wy 
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ohould thought be enaldered, a4 therefore, 46 have « more "eudotantive and 
UG otinet oxi ovenee” than cavhrierty or nn? -1 once of tefferecat's 
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prejudieed im his favor, plus the opirit of tolerances and freedom that 
characterized the vines, Prieetly's explanation of the relation of the 
mind to the body gained n ready hearings Th was, in the opinion of Riley, 


This he did by refining natter and coarcening mind until 
This deotroys the duality of hunan 


This conception of man oaured the followers of Prietly to con- 


elude that there is no afforonce between the goul and the body of maj . 
This invalidated the dootrine of natural camortaliy, eines Lodntegration 
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Tn his obudy of abnormal mentality, Dr, Rugh equates the phyaical 
with the peychicals This furnioched\ « natural explanation of dreans, vistons, 
heavenly voigees, otc., which wore wout to. be. 

{luenges upon, nate ley cage that Rugh carried the atudy of the phyaieal 
eauses of mental. diceaces to the point of "brain locnlientions® He comes 
| that, all. nontel. operations. ars the rooult. of motions of $ 
the effect of « particular 
| outetanding. wrk,. Daodnen of Abe Mind, (1812) Lf we. nay. accept Riley's 
the causse of unound nental gtates in legions or 
or & ofrain cauged by over-application to 
with the natter of a diconoced y.ll he accribes 
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to movements which wore moant to offaot all ouch affronts to their views 
of the eupernatural. 

T% was apparent to the orthodox agupernaturaliots that they could 
not long winy the tide of nature oecionce. The leading educators wore 
giving over ineroaeing recognition to it. Recoarch and dipcovery continued 
and Yhe findings of the coientiots could no longer be diomiooed with a 
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iome The findings of ocientions magt be given dues recognition, but no 
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cenceegions maigt be made which would undernine the tenets of revealed 
religion an interpretation of nature met be found which would give 
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men for the Chriotion niniotry? And 44 not all ouch ochools have courges 
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probable, however, that the book was in the Anericun echools earlier than. 
that, eince Deiem was in America earlier. By 1825 the "Anaglogy* had entered 
into the curricula vf aeven of the outetanding achools of Anorica. 


III. INFLUENCES WHICH STIMULATED CONTINUED USE OF THE " ANALOGY" 
It is evident that the "gnglogy* was brought to Anerica by the 
exponents of oypernaturalien as « voapen with which to combat Deiem, and 
pogslibly minor influenges, which mnilitated againet hs donave of revealed 


eligions But when interest in Deion waned and the epetegtiots furued Uike 
attention to other pro ens, interect in the "analogy in Aneries 414 not 
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Conetant and Jouſfray to that of Counin, as the French repreoentatiyes 
of ytranecendentali an. Ho agrees, however, that it was Cougin who is the 
French exponent of that form of trangcondentalioca which reached Ragl and, 
and later Now England, 

Boing reinterpreted and clarified by the French, Gorman tranccen- 
dentalien reached over into England. Here the movenent was caught up by 
Coleridge, Carlyle and Wordsworth, Coleridge was evidently the proponent 
of ranzcondentalion in Rngland, being groably knfluenged by Sehollinge\ 
Rogers, in deveribing Coloridge's philosophy in relation to his environ- 
mont, gays 1t is "an atteanpt to put life info the dry bones of ythe political, 
religious and literary. orthodoxy of his days"? ts. adde that the tool 
which Coleridge brought to the tack of recongtrueting theology was the 
vranvcendeutel philooophy of Gormanye"* Ho wont beyond the conventional 
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ideas. of religion by holding "that- all truth 4s'a epocies of. reyelatione** 


Reagon in nan he conceived to be & vrue revelation of «a Living Power which 
as eclſ-congrious will and intolligente, nooks nan face to face in nature, 
and communes. with the epiritual principle in hin."* 

14-908, according $0.Mers,?; thio type ef: twmnencadenteiion which 
reached New Englands It had 14s beginning with Kant and is traceable. 


through Scholling, Couekn and Coleridge to Angrica, where it was cianpion» 
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oume tins Carlyle was proaphing Transcendentalion in England, a nore 


general novenent drawing on counhet oiluilar gources +» « + » vas having 


| an interevting career in anericas" Bo it is apparent that Eunoreonian 


trausemidentaliom is the anerican branch of German tranceendentalion which 
canes indirectly from Kant, Scholling and SchleLormacher and dirootly from 
Carlyle, Vordewrth and Coleridge, particularly the Matters According to 
Riley, Enoroon was « devout reader of the writings of the Canbridge 


cophers and the Englieb poote, being particularly influeneod by 
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Said bet *Thet wilch atiows God in me fortifios me, That which 
ahows God out of mo_makes mo a wart and = won") 


This intermingling of God and nature and nan, and the unifying of 1t all 
in one oubvianee, was's revolt againet the Calvinietic"oyaten which held 
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God to be of « different oubrtance from that of man and the world and 
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God an arbitrary, inperutible beings To of foot this difforonce be- 
iwoen God and his wrid; Knorgon deifiod the world i4nolf, A eupernatural 
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which is the privation of heat. 
douth or nonentity. Benovolence is abeolute and reat*? 


This view of God and the world bred an incuperable optinim which was not 
compatible with the goverity of God and the viclounmenss of "the world which 
the orthodox preached. To Energon the innanenee and denorelenes' 6f God 

was a guarantee of the *commedity®” of nature: That is; we may find in nature 
ths anbetes for man's ues and happinesss This delight fn nature 
vas quite like that of the deigts who nav in nature «a cuffioiont provietoen 


for nan's nooeds, religious noods included. This optiniotic view of the 
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ouffleiency of nature was another thruet at the doctrine of cupernatural 


revelation. If nature be eufficiont for the religious noods of non, why 
concern curgelves about « special revelation as « news of knowing the 
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ponitive procepte of religion! 
The third principle of Kneroon's tranecendentalion is that of 


*The central. article of 34s creed is the 
and ereative activity of the individual 2oul, which 


hands ad. ths center of Udings as the coyres of al | 
values and the youchstone of all truth. 
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Belief in the perfoctibility of man was the taeks of his doetrine of nolf- 
yFeliunes It otands out in contract to the *0od-rolieee" of Calvinkem, or 
indeed was « 
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avay the contradietions between reliance on the oolf and reliance on 
that which 1s other than the golf, by uniting the two. | The nolf and the 
*not<a6lf* wore unified in nature. This is naking all nature ouppert the 
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was not helpful to the inotitutional Chriotianity of the orthodox. 
thenselves from tradition the trangcendentalighs broke away fron oootarian- 
iom. This often reoulted in a break with inherited religious views. Tt 
was #0 inthe cace of Rneroon hingelf« tis loot interoet in denominational dog=- 
za .and-8a14 84 putliclye te is ooid to have "left his church with « yarn.” 
Hs withdrawl from the miniotry attracted a great deal of addentten,s? und 
his dieapproval of the narromess of denominationali an was chared by « hoot 
of followers « 

His inpationes with the deadness of inotitutionsl Girigtianity as 
found in noot eurehes was clearly otated in the above mentioned divinity 
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plilosophy had cuch layge reception thut it took the 
form of « woveurnt und grey to large prepertions. Tn udditton to Tnorewen, 
who was the uoving wpirit/of this phass of thought in Now Tngland, wid who 
was epeaking now to Nils countryzen ot lurge® Lnetoad of ts "« private 
ANY a olds Hinds its Shared his views and who did their ahare 
in populariazing thu, iAnong ouch wore Alcott, Fuller, Theodore 
Parker, Ellery Channing, and George RMpleys»* ALL of theos were pergons of 
literary talent and influence in natiecrs of religious thoughts, They too had 
their followers, George Ripley, founder of the Brook Faru Agoc thation, Ls 
Said to have had "at2 146n6 of reaters,®? 
This group, with a view of God and nature, although £t was on» 
religious, wie Ln eueh charp oppoattion to the views of the 
of God, wn, revelation, niraslo, atonenent, eto, that 


« vert of official organ for the traivcendentaliotc, as is indicated in 
iis Locus for 1840. | The orthbdex, of courae, bay that the plate to woet 
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. Perhaps one of the groeatest opponents of gupernaturialien, and 
therefore the greatest troutlemaker between acionge and religion, was the 
dootrine of evolution. The bigtory of the evolutionary hypothesis 3 
anerican. thought and of the reaction to 4t by the theological world, 
intinately related in point of tine to the wideet ues of the *"Analogy* in 
American echooles» 


As Pre-Darwinian Evolution. 


The. developmental theory, as an explanation of the origin of 
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living beings, is as 01d. as the epecial creation theory. former. was 


a comnon, view. anong the Greeks, but was aluogh entirely lacking through 
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of an organiom $0 
its environment in noeting its noods would develop. gortain organs and allow 
other organs. to. deteriorate for lack of ugs, and would finally. change the 
whole organi an, was widely accepted as the noot gcientific explanation of 
the great variety of epecies of living beings, This Wologioal principle, 
with various modifications, was provelent as the beet hypothesis until the 
annountenent. of Darwin's theory of the origin of opecioes in. 1859, It is 
 interest to us to note the rapid growth of the evolutionary idea 
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all 1ifso to be explained in terns of oupernaturalian. The Anorican deiots 
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Cane thing quite as effectively, though more elowly, in the production 
of different varieties of mankind, fitting the varieties to particular 
countries. 4 fowy years later Morton, the eranidlogiot of Philadelphia, 
although he did not know the views of Wells, carried then yet another 
ohep toward the doctrine of natural eclootion. hay thinks Morton 
broke completely with the view that all the hunan race had its origin 
in the one pair, making all of « common rage and one epecies. He held 
theoryl Furthermore, he held that the prevent know variations were 
not the reeult of purely physledt operations: ' That would require v00 
longs Neither was the physical differences of races « natter of chance. 
"T6566 ULveraities wore not aaquired,- they existed from the 

of natural 4ranemutetion« Ho took = niddlo-of-tho-read porttion: Ho 
held to the view of privertiaa Uhvereitios 6f men, mn * 
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appeared in Philadelphia « einilay etatoment by the pateontologiet, Joupph . 
Loidy, in wich he naned ths *odventiat conditions bf lite They are, ac- 
cording to Riley, five in maber; &« germ, air, heat, mitritive natter and 
water. All theoee conditions, gave the germ, exit in tlis interior of all 
aninals. I requires only « «light variation of theee conditions to bring 
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about all the known variety of aninal life. 


near were the views of Haldeman and Loidy to 
as vet forth in the 
_ of "proformationiote” wore greatly in the 
to all forms of naturalion that 1t was 
34 dared to 1594 its head. And proeticalily all the 


4+ 


b WM Ir 


»þ 6 
LOTT 


- 


j 
4 
| 

1 


F-, 
4 


IB 1 NY RN, | $9 CM ES 9-4 


a 44am; AVI ERA7k 


- 


"be 


= fr 7 te Da by” $59 mo LET yr MY, weep er IRA. 


in 1646. Tw yours later he was eppoint- 


yy 
3 


of Harvard, He took his otand for the doockrins of 


p 


Wy ergy 4 4h area” DADS 454A IF 


,: 's x » 


þ x * & PF. SOS, GS 2. : _ A 
0 Dc ae SR IR RE Kage EARS 4 
yy Se uM Pr Muy RY pm I — ——— wv 8 . GBA ere 7 CTA. tab, 7 $4. apa OH Ct ied ADE 12 IIs FS 21. IE! NE rs 
2 OO PIE TINY RT EA 1.08 re WE hk: > 20) 27 Ka > re AWE FREED Ir ; <> : | ; : - 
, _ —_ | - > LEG - EIB ENT IAN ; «© we 
- Wat C3 ray: CT 2 * - '2 Wy x." My JE $ SN 4 ey - V3 $i l 113 y -y 


05 VOL. dog 2 


« 


= 


- 


view to 


LE On Wi 


_ 


# A - 
AX 4 tat 


<-# 


F 1 4 F CL OY 4 1% 
relate: 5 "ot ho. 


a welcome 

# 2a 

battle with 
athei om. 


ven 
matorialien and 


that the human nind hes en affinity for the Divine Mind, 
a 


- 


® v2 2 


v 


in 4he fight againet 
of the aninal king- 


» 


” 


w 


b 


magoum with 


to $60 
A895 


= 
5 
> "—_ 
———_— 
oined 


he was 
hat every child could. by 


arized his views. 
beg an 


414 with 


. 


LH 


that the ai 


- 


iy of the human intellook” Youths farts of the external 


& rFeeult his 


identifying 


The theologians; educators and popular erovd j 
. 


the poaition 


instituted as the gategeries of thought of the Infinite, 


< 


®. 


of 


_ his acounption he built up his 
Ag 
& fow of the leaders of thought 


” 


T 


1 
' 
: 
7 


den are dhvinely 


Being & 
on the backs 


Ee > 8 
K, TUES 


<113- ek 


vort are eignificant becaune they mark the high peak of revolt ageingt pro- 
Darwinian evolution. - Bugh Mller's Footprints of the Creator (1847), 
which the Seotoch»-Anerican replied to the alarning Veotiges of ths Natural 


Buterr of Creation (1844) of Robert Chandors, and his Zootinony of the Rooks 
(1657), wore influential. 
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Another writer of this cort whoge influence was felt was Edvard 
Btcheoe, proecident of Anhergt. ls tried hard to otay the tids of on-coming 
natural em. His Relighous Lockures on Peguling Phononena of the Your Seanone, 
(1850), his Lelickan of fechenx and ihe Connected Baienaes (2851), and his 
kligdeue Iryth Nlunraied from Selence (1887), all chow the cagerness of an 
oqueater to give vol ence its full due, at the gane Yimeo exerciaing great 

care to vindicate cupernaturalien and the authority of the Scriptures. Tyler 
Lewis made no enall contribution to the defence of cupornaturalien in his 
This Biz Dare of Groatien (1855) and is The Buble and Salenes (2856). To 
this company of illuetrious harmonizers Should be added the nane of Arnold 
Guyot, whose Zarth and Man (1853) is an outotanding production kn his field. 
In aiiition to" the publigched volumes the turrent 
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It was evident that the eupernaturaliets cought to gave their 
eauee by meeting the Locus in the achools and tius reaching the future Leaders 
of thought. "iy hall (had « haloatogtod and thonlegiae view of nabure 
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as « text-dook? ran into twenty editions, and by 1360 thirty<tws achools had 
adopted the 'analogy* as « toxt. 
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B. Darwinian Evolution, 


The three outetanding yreatioes in the firgt half of the Nineteenth 
Century dealing with the evolutionary hypotheais are: Charles Lyell's 
Eriagkples of dnokegy (1830), Robert Chanbers* Yeekiges of Natural Hatorr 
eragiien (1944) and Herbert Spencer's axnanta) n 
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of thees hed propared the way for Charles Darwin's n of Spocke 

which marks the beginning of « nov epoch in ovelutiontan. Lys11l had lent 
obrength to the cace of biological evolution by furniohing evidences that the 
ourface of yhe earth was the roeault of gradual development and contained 
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way which commanded wide attention. Spencer's Day Lemantal wy tbnothes.s ms 
« vory obrong argument for evolution on 2 ocale which conpaneed the whole 
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by a diyroot act of oroation; or gradually through a long procece of 
development. That Yhere had been &« long line of oucceneien of living beings 
in the earth was adaitied by all fields of ooience. The queetion was whether 
oach now epocies was the reoult of a epecial interpoaition of the Creator, 
or the product of « natural and univereal lay which, under favoratile ciroun- 
otances;, produced nov epecies from the older forus. 

There were, epparently, three types of opinion in t:is nattor. 
The nore poncervative held that while organic law and phyeioal foroe are 
able to aodify foras they are inpotent to create; and that no new opecies 


25 appeer entophs by elircch act: of the Divine agoney.. 
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A vecond view, held by & nore liberal group, was that the cuccennive 
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change in living forus wis provided for by 'the.Creator at the beginning by 
establighing laws through whose oubtle operation vhe whole gchens of progress 
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is carried uncrringly forward to completion. This view, though theological, 
roatere an Trtcorupties of -vbo'prevece of Law unnoceepary. Progress was 
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axde the product of the "innate necenatty of Lav” witeb was proveryanged by 
the Creator. 


+ third view hole that phyatout forees have the power not only to 


» 


notify living forus but t0 originate nov apoeiove -I4-vas this view which 
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Darein eos forth in his Origin of Species. 
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-116- 
claceified in the pecond group. Tt was just here vhat Darwin differed from 
other ncientiote. Vhile he confonces? that he was = theiet at the tins of the 
appearance of the Origin of Species, he was lors concerned about finding dg- 
ahay in nature than he wes abut evcatteiing farts and nating Us Dhoery 
cecondary t6. the facts: He was a \iypical modern ccientiot with the purely 
inductive nethed.* 
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50 Darwin cut loogs from all precongcived notions of creation and 
all proeuppoeeitions of deaign in nature and arrived at the poaition that the 
origin of apenies 16 the reouls of the lay of natural eeleotion.* Hts arguments 
are epitonized about as follows: 
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for every orgenion to reproduce its om kind, variations 
from the original wtook often remat. 


"hone verkations are often emi2 ant LnntgniFiecnt, » In 
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Neither is he in eyapathy with the theory of deaign in nature, His poaition 
on tiis point he clearly etates: 

"The old argument from deaign in nature, as given by Paley, 

which formerly coemed to me to be © concluaive, fails, 

Ve can no longer argue that, for inotance, the beautiful 

hinge of « bivalve hell mat have been nade by an intel- 

l1igent being, like the hinge of a door by nan. There 

veens to be no more deoign in the variability of organic 

beings, and in the action of natural aoloction, than in 

the course which the wind 
(1) Oppoeition to Darwinian Evolution 

The pooition taken by Darwin, which was accepted iunediately and 
very widely by ecientiots, oocncd to be a cudden break with all aupernatural- 
im and was therefore quite alarning. The Qrigin of Species otirred the 
bheological world "like a plough in a antohill.” According to Wite,* "re- 
views, eermons,. books light and heavy, cane flying at the now thinker from 
all aides" In England Prot: and Catholic alike entered upon an attack 
upon the theory of natural election and the denunciation of Darwin, Anorica's 
reception of the book was einilar to that of England's. The leading journals 
gave a great. deal of their epace to diocurnion of the various angles of 
the queetion. Many of theee articles were unfriendly to Darwin's views; 
others uide vigorous attacks upon both the theory of natural noloection and 
14s author. - 
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Some of the religious journals defined the L90us as an attack upon 
the Bible by an arch infidel and called upen all Giriotians 46 join in the 
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type of objection was that Darvin dealt = 
*' again 1+ was objected that the 
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A Sinilar objection was regiotered concerning the relation of the evolution= 
ary theory 4s the doutrins of freedom of the will. To the intuitioniet who 
bolioved that the will is a "oporntanocous creation of from fores” which 
enables on 46 a0 aguinet more peverful motives, and that the capacity of 
frov vill 14 a Girovt bevtowal upon ma by Ob, 1t was 11ttle love vhikn 


klagpheny to 40nch that the will 1s 14601f deternined by motive, and that 

who kltery” nd forme ahareoter” of tho agiay Fern Wh prlaipighe wine: 
Thouy who believed that the voul 1d an entity and diviinet from the body 
0dJjeoted' that Darwin's theory could not explain the origin and exiotonce of the 
This objection wes carried further in the contention that the evolu- 
tionary theory Gentroys the @etring' of Limortality.? A reviewer of Spencer's 
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wand over in a body to Darwin? Perhaps the groatoeot loas to the orthodox 
was the eurrender of 5ir *harles Lyoll, *\he noot enlinent living goologiot,” 
to Darwin's views. He had been looked to as the one who was to eave the 
face of religion and the Bibles, He had opzoged Lanarck and was urged now 
to come to the reemus againet this now foo. But no help was to be had from 
Ly811s lie had been convinced and had currendered to Derwins This was made 
known to the public by the appearance of Lyell%s Antiquity of Man, publighed 
in 1863, In the ew year appeared Huxley's len's Plage An Haturg, in which 
he produced new evidence and ehrong arguments in favor of the theory of 
natural eoloctions In 1862 Herbert Spencer's Yirgt Principles reached the 
publics. tis Principles of Mology followed two yeurs later, his Pringiplen 
af Parabolegy, An 2862, his Zringinlen af ieaielecy An 1876, and his Pringiples 
An 289+ In bis att all. knowledge 4n torus of 
modern ecience Spencer had given the public his eysten of thought in which 
the idea of evolution v0 the whole univeroe. In 1876 the brilliant 


for Darwin and his group» Theee lectures nads quite 


a otir in azerica. They were publiched the your followinge Thene books 
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ciosve between Darwin and the Seriptures.” The Rev. Duffic1d ut the Same 
univereity was oven nore cengorious than Hodge, attacking guch mon as Lo 
Conte, ies Gray and all who were willing to believe that Darwin's theory 
could be reconciled with the Mble, Taylor Louis of Union alvs belonged 
to the irreconcilables, and Freaident Porter of Yale, though not exactly 
Lrrevenciilatile, was confeoucdly not in eyunpathy with Darwin's views and 
warned that they led to agnooticion and pantheion., Some of the ecclegius- 


tically controlled Schools, ouch as Vanderbilt and the Preebyterian Seuinary 


_ 


at Columbia, 5+ C., aroze in their wrath and literally drove from their 

chairs euch profeeccre us dared to accept and teach Darwin's views. 

(2) abtenpts at reconciliation ou0' 
knother group of loaders cane ts the roucue of the Seriptures 
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2 ane Cirtotiantty in « thfferent ways © They vaw the perilous pooition into 
which the above naned group were placing not only thenesLves but the whole 


Ft RT os 


TP ®r\' +7 in 


eyoten of eupernaturalion. They gought therefore t6 recuneLle the theory 
of natural ootoction with cupernaturatioen, just as the *harmonizers"” had 
gought twenty yours earlier to eradicate the clach between the Seriptures 
and velones by 56 Lntorproting Cenodis us to nake 1t agree with the facts 
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inducted into the preuideney of Princeton 


£ ay eane off the pros, cought to off uct 


"or Lndocd evolution at all, =, 5 the 
oro not only checked tis dangerous proahing but 
proathed an opponite doctrine. With hin began the inovitatle compronioe. 
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Guyet of the vans vehool made « further attenupy at reconciliation, oven. 
as he had done in the guee of pro-Durvinien evolution, bring out his 
Sreatien, ar Ie Sue Samneleny Ain Dis LAunk of Kedam Selenge in 1864. 
CGhanles Woodruff hiolds, «a proninent pupil of MoCooh's, ales undertook 
in his Philoeophis (1877) "to be « bulangewwheul between the two 
oppening forees* of Darvinians and irroconcilables: Others joined the 
ranks of the reconeilers and helped to neutralize tho teachings of the 
theeokogiine who were eaying *1f Darein is right then the whole ayoton 
of Chrietianity wet collapoes* 

Thus MeGooh and his collocagues cav that « derunciation of 
acturadl ccionee would not overthrow it, and ingtoad of otubbornly opporr 
ing ecience it would be wieer 46 reconcile 14 with the tenets of 
cupernaturalien. It chowed better generalehip to do as Mehop utlor 
had Gone in the Eighteenth Century =» aake the natural cupport the 
cupernatural rather than overthrow ite. Other echools followed the load 
of Princeton in the bucknoas of reconciliation. 5a Gray, the Harvard 
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Boteniot, the outetunding anorican protugoniot of Darwin, joined the 


\ 


Oo 


of Uho reconeilers. In anevering the attact of Louis Aganeis upon 
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-121- 
Her reprecentative in this capacity was Janes Dwight Dana, the geologiot, 
in whone nind "naturalien and eupernaturalion cane to « conproniee.” 

Thus the proponents of oupernaturelion had changed their. nethed 
from that of violently oppoaing the natural to that of naking the natural 
aupport the eupernatural and theroby bridge the gap between them. by 
this method of treating Darwinian evolution the Able and the doutrines of 
revelation, miracles, cvtc., wore naved from deotruetion., Again the educators 
nought to adopt a policy which would roach inte the future in this matter 
by directing the thinking of the future leaders in religious thought. 

The areper. provieien. for. this. waining' mot do nate in the arranged" of 

the curricula of the echools,. oo the arthodox. + Perhaps beomes 

bo [anjagr* Mot, ego me. 9. Gaoele 45 ves. conetdgred: the" dous toat'hn the 
This explains why the book ran into the 

nineteenth edition in 1877, and the fact that before 1880 aixtiyenine achools 


ed the 'analegy* as a text or collateral readings 
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1am and which was influential in popularizing the 'anglogy* as an lnericam 
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122. 
oi ems Although the term *agnootiocien” was not coined until 1669, the 
philocophy of noeecience has its beginning mach earlier. I took more 
definite form fron the eritical philosophy of Hume and Kant, eopecially 
ihe latter Ho had taken the pooition that the ' cupraphenomenal world* 
was quite beyond hunan undermtanding and ineicted that all theoretical 
proof of the exiotonce or non-exiotence of God was futile, Before the 
middle of the Nineteenth Century egnouticion as a diotined form of 
thought had been completely ayetenatized and formliatod by auguet Comte, 
ihe grout French poatthviete?.- Conte proceed the. quoetion. of knowledge 
of the cupraphenomenal' to the point of oaying that the reala is completo» 
us to deal only with facts and their relation to cath other, and to 
00680 atteupting to know things in theneelves. The inner nature of 
things, the firot cage and the purpoee of exiohence, he ineloted, all 


lie beyond ths poke of. human knowlLedgee. 431 


know anything about the exiotence of God and developed his ayoton of 
around man Values. 
The EBnglich reprocentatives of agnooticion creo John Stuart 1511 
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1.236 
bo pn Os chunploned nost of feotivoly the modern 
philoBophy of noncienge, and 1k was he through whom agnouticign reached 
and influenced Anerican thought, 
Spencer's. agnooticion 1s not forth in his Pirgt Principles 
wiieh appeared in 1863+ He is 4n agreenent with Comte in his views that 
we can know phenomena only and: that things in theneelves can not be known 
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-124- 
unknovable abs5luto hs found” to be ths" come” denominator 16" all religt ons, 
bacing his opinion upon the hietory of religions, 
laying $reced velenee and religion both to an abooluts gonres, 
Spencer hoped to reconcile the two by chowing that they both have a cexmen 
factor,, if not indeed &' common noures., Hy nays, 
"Gradually as the linits of porniite cognition are esta- 
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Henge, if knowledge cannot monopolize congcicougnens == 
if it must always continue poneible for the mind 40 dwell 
*, Yhen there can 
| of he nature 
all its forms is dig» 


ge in this, that its oub]oct 
Thus he reached the conclueion that, although woe can know gonothing about 
the unknowable, oolonce mast end in noncionee and religion gan utilize the 
unknowable by it emotionally. 


+ Spenger had « large following. The Firgt Exinciples wes widely 
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to the axtaneton o its influence, 3t has novertheless, 
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(21) oppeeition to ignoviieiae 

The firet reaction in the thoologloal world to the Slroh Principles 
vas frieniy. the poattivicn of Conte had been Lrritating;” Spencer's 
ponition recogni :64 the realty of religion and made an independent place 
for 1t. "Though God vas apoken of as wiknowable, tv the religious man it 
nount that” Spencer had guarantecd the exivtenee of Gode The theologians 
vere pleiced ales 'vith the huiiiity ahoun by Spencer Ln netting « limit to 
the" extravagance of opecul tion; by Lidteting pon the" Linito vt by the 

of buatan"fuoulties: Thus the theologians looked upon. the Firgt 

EFrineduoles us « *Ilag of fruce* fron the owp of wikeian: 

But further refloetion upon the book changed the attitude of the 
theologloal world tovard the Firgt ans ts wither. 74 began to 


hand bs took" aviy with iis Loft. Speiter was thifed with being a wolf in 


"Spencer eonceoaions to religion anounted to yon 
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«127 - 
into the orphanage of -wthelens*? 

0ther epponents of Spencer charged him with being the loader of 
a group of "philosephers of negation” who were profoundly ignorant of 
philosophy and theology and who were ao devoted to the otudy of phenomena 
and physieal fucte that they had come to believe that Cirietianity is not 
only unocientific but that it "tends to degrade nen, enfoobtle roagen, and 
prevent. a free expreecion of thought «** This cane type of opponition to 
Spencer declared that his eyaten of thought was invented for the purpove 
of denying the eupercomic, =» the overttirow or cupornaturali.en.? Another 
reeult of the philogophy of neceience, it was charged, was to deatroy the 
dootring of -revelations © For 4f- God 42 abeolutely unknowable 14 not only 
limits the ability of man vo attain unto « knowledge of God but ot the cane. 
time incepacitates God for naking hingolf known to us. Time the doctrine 
of revelation and of the Scriptures, as the content of revelation, fall 
into dimuees This view ot once roanders invalid the cardinal doctrines of 
the orthodox, meh. as lanertalihy, the atonement, otes This, in its prac» 
tied apert, vas depreeinge For, adcording to Profeucer Bixby of Moudville 
Theological Seninaryy 

"The aamurance that ww are, and mnt always renain, in 
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This frane of aind which was produced by the philogophy of Spenger hindered 
the practical progrees of ineiitutional Chriotianity by rendering true piety 
Lapoeoi tle, thought the orthodox. © 

50 Spencer's interpretation of nature was alarming to the ouper- 
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in anerica, 
digcuased above, placed 
_ of thought were contemporary 


had a eluilar effect -= that 


more to the 01d clascie, 
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needed, the educators turned ones 
A.ohop. Butler's 'analogy?. Thus the 
'. as &« rebuttal. 


in connection with the in 
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.of Anorican 
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evolutionion as 
Abogrt in the naximm number of codlege and ooninary curricula during 
' Analogy 


hiotory 
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doctrine of oin, of ealvation, of innortality otc-, contained therein. 


attendant dootrines of miracles, the authority of the Seriptures and the 


doutle etiomuli to the ves of 
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interpretation of nature was wanted which would not dioparage 
would at the cance tings keep intact the doctrines of revelation and the 
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PART JOUR 
CONCLUDING REMARKS 


#©©Ss 


I+ SUMMARY  STATEMINT OF THE USE. OF THE * 
APOLOGETIC IN RELATION TO VARIOUS IS 


1. Doimm and "Matorialian,® 

As Liidieated above the *anglogy* was probably brought t6 Ancricn 
and into the curricula of Anorican gchools as « noans of robutting Dolom. 
The deiots in incricn, as in England,” cought't6've interpret nature: and 
natural Lew as to digcover there evidence of the exivience and activity 


” 


of Gods And this digcovery was nade by the native powers of the mind without 
aids: This view was, of  couree, opponcd to the views of 
vaperaciuraliin" which held that the operation of God in the world was moat 
els  manifoot by the interruption of natural law, and that man without 
the aid of cupernaturel revelation was 1: of underetanding God and 
tis relation to the world, particularly 1n his plan of catvation. To reuiet 
the influence of Deium and ts uphold the tenets of Supernatural religion, 
4he *gnalogy* was plaved in the curricula of leading american 
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-1 30- 
The early ovages of American Doigu roach well back into the 
Eighteenth Conturys That etage of Deiem which cot out to reconcile the 
ble with reaten goos back to Cotton Mather's Rognonable Religion (1713) 
and his Qhriokion Philonopher (1283).* This period was followed by vhav + 
otage of the novenment which eought to univerealize religien,* Led by 
Benjanin Franklin. Rio Artiches of Belief, containing his "Firet Principles,” 
appeared in 1728 The rationalioetic etrain of Doimm cane forward more 
preninently again about the middle of the century«s This 1s indicaxted by 
the eoteblichnent of the Dudloten leciureahip «t Hervard in 1755 for the 
purpoese of vindicating natural religions? In the 70%s, when Franklin was 
a ihe height of his power and influenes, we can cence « fooling that 
natural religion and revealed religion ought to be reconciled. A Dudleian 
Leoturer in 1795 argued for the "coincidence of natural and revealed re» 
ligiens®* | the wane of pepuler. Deion which ovepy the country denounced all 
_ elains of reveuled religion and its penitive provepte.  Tiis was under the 
Leadership of Thomas Paine and his Ago of Regoon which roche: the. pubs 
in 1795 Jofferoen agnented the fooling that natural religion was all that 
was neceazary with his Sxllgbug whinh cane. off the proes in 1603. 
Contemporary with the popular phage of Doian, and probably alss 
against eas wats of oupernaturalien, was a ripple of matortalion,* 
The Leader of this phave of thought, Jenoph Pricetly, cane to Amarica in 1794, 
and tis Dipocccs of the Kind of Dr. Ruch,* the protegenist for Prieetly's 
Th combined influence of Deian and *naterialion” began to produce 
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It is just here, at the beginning of the Nineteenth Century, that 
we ſind the 'anglogy* making its way into the Anerican gchools, entering 
Bowdoin in 1802, 

But it was none yoews later that the reeults of the deiotic toach- 
ings began to be folt in a larger way« There is ovidence that by 1810 
various forms of infidelity wore being felt, and were eproeading weetward.? 


In 1622 there was expreeced in Baltimore a foar that Doiem would goon be 

the only fachionatle religions About the gane tins Blohep Hoade of Virginia 
expreeeed « belief that all young men of his acquaintance wore oither ncopties 
or aveved undeliovers. It was at this point that the 'analogy* becune. 


employed by the outestanding Schools» Th entered Harvard and Hamilton colleges 
in 1824 $0 by 1625, according to the data at hand, even Schools were uaing 
ihe book as « vends? 

2. Transcendentaliaen. 

The innanence of the divine in nature advocated by the franecendental- 
iots in New England regulted in a monien which ran counter to the two-world 
systen of the orthodox. Butler's dualion nads «a good rejoinder. The cubs 
jJective revelation of the intuitioniots rendered external revelation void. 
Butler's "ovidenoes,” accumlated in the "analegy* with euch care, wore Fwy 
The thing ts moet the noods of the orthodox. The benevolence of the deity 
taught by Auoroon and his followers, which eulninated in the dootrine of the 
toomnodity* of nature, nade anple provigion for the needs of man, religious 
needs included This vet acide the value of the pooitive precepts of religion 
| and the related doctrine of revelation, niracle, te. Butler's arguments for 
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of gupernaturalien. Knorgon's dootring of golf-roliange and the "autonymous 
and dreative activity of the 4ndividuel goul* which nade nan a porfoctitle 
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being and pogited the "fountain of all good” in man, was goveraly out of 
alignment with the orthodox dootrins of original ain and the consequent 
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dogtrines of salvation, redenption, cubstitutional atonement and the 'funetion 
of Jecus therein. The defoeiice of thee cardinal dogtrines nade by 
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'inalogy*, the orthodox had reacon to believe, met the naods of eupeornatural- 
iom and etill gave ecience its rightful place. 
There is eignifigance in the relation of the dates of transegcendental- 

im and the reaction of the orthodox yo it, and the extenaion of the 'anglogy' 
into other colleges. The early indication of the growth of the tranccendent- 
al atmosphere in Anerica is indicated by the influence of Coleridge, the 
English exponent of yranecendentalion. His Aide to Reſlootion appeared _ 
an anerican edition in 1829. The thing that attracted the fire general at- 
tention in the theological world in relation to tnis type of thought, and 
obarted the reaction againet it, was Eneroon's Pirinity Sahool addrecs. 
This was publiched in 1838. The Biel, the organ of New England Tranccendent- 
alien, was founded in 1844 by Margaret Fuller. In 1641 appeared Enoroon's 
fires cories of POINTY including "Self-Relignce,"” "Spiritual Laws,” "The 

over=80ul® ot The c0c0nd volune of Eygays ane out in 1644. Between these 
wo volumes Tore contributed heavily to the Digh+ Ka it 1s evident that 
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" Ons evidence of this 18 the Uncontimuation of the Bll 


in 1844. (mother 1 that nagaains tequnnon of Lranecendantalion after 
Ubis Us Locking: 
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"1% ll be notLeed in Table I that none of the achools which had 
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continued in the curricuiua. It is ales noticable that there were no 
additional vchouvls which adopted the *analogy* as a text cotwegn 1925 and 

1830, *at which times Deiam has coured to be of vital concern and trangcendental- 
tom had 'attracted but 1ittie attention. But in 1630 other echools began to make 
ue of Autler, and by 1645 cleven more gchools had put the *anglogy* into 
their curricula, and it haf not been disgcarded by any Schoo] that had over 
uged it. 


This argues that the 'Aiglegy' « walch was introduced into 'the 


azchools as an apologetic againet Doin, was contimed in the gane gchvols 
and adopted by adeitional nechools as an apotogetisa against trangcendent alien. 


3. Evolutioni an, 


As Pre-DeFelnien Bvolutions 


The Lnien theory of ovolution which cams in with the Mneteenth 
Century held the field for hab a oy, It gave a bheologleal narprobetion 


to nefrur' and the aniLyeree. he noUlfLeations of the Lanarckian hypotheat s, 
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They approached the natural 26Lootion hypothesLe of Darwin wil oh was to. come 


Later. Indeed Devwda ingel? 5278 hi s prineiple of natural ol oction was 


anti eipated by wells? 4n 1813 and gain v7 athens? an 1831 « HlaLdeman' s 
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athed the publie Wn 1843, and in 1952 Spencer interpreted | he | evalu 
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which was widely road in knartes. 
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the KMble and the dreaded fos of the evelutionivtis. The oeppoaiticn by 
kgavsis found its boot literary expreeeion in his Natural Highorx of the 


" 


Unitod States, which contains his "Eenuys on Clasoification.s"” "This appeared 


But before this the attionpt to grucefully acoopty the aggured ro» 
oults of ecientific reavarch and ale gave the authority of the Seriptures 
vas under way, The *harmonizors* began their work in the 40's, In 1897 
thigh Wiler replied to Chunbere* 'Yoothcag* (1944) with his Toot-Printe of 
the Creator. Preeident Hitchcock of Anheret joined the attempts ot rocon- 
6fYLation, pubiioning tis Kelichous Leetires th Peculiar Phanonena of the 
Sonnens in 1850,” Arnold ouyet's Earth and tan cane out three years later, 
ans Dagier Levie” Bix Days of Creation was publiched in 1855, The dis- 
euvtion of pre-Durving an evolution in the American mgazines reached the 
high peak dotween 1850 and 1855, 


©" Thus 1t Ls o5en that the concern of the orthodox for the Seriptures, 
and Indeed the whos systen of Supern aturali ea attached thereto, and the 
n @t avtLVs wbteapt ot reconciliation of the Beriptures with tls know facts 
of” Geology, was reached in the varly 50", Aavcording to the records, 14 was 
just here” that the popularity of the *anglegr* took x viride forward. This 
L% Lil on ot"vy Atic Tarts think between 1645 and 1850 cover mers echvels put 
it into their eurrieuls as n text, five nore echools between 1850 and 1855, and 
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1. Veotern Reverve Univeroity digcontinued it in 1850, 
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tanglogy' as « defence of revealed religion againet Deion and transgendental- 
iom retained the book as an anvwer to wolhtionion in its pre-eDarwinian otage, 
and thay other a8chocls put the book into their curricula for the firet —_ 


to offoot\ the influenge of evolution. 
Be. Darwinian Evolution. 


Then Darwin's grighn of Speckes, containing his theory of natural 
election, reached the public in 1859, evolution Poached the point where 1t 
made « complete break with the teleclogical and theologioal interpretation of 
nature. The Derwiniens were not interegted in inding degign in nature. 
They were enpirical ecientiots following the induetive nethod. Although 
there wes cn dunctiate gretect cgatnrt Banidete Wprtheds wfuiture voloc- 
ton the oignificacs of 4ts nout extrene inplicetions 434 nov f1ltor down to 
the nass of thinkers for about a decades It was in the 60's and 70's that 
the outetanding cciontiots began to gupplenent Darwin's point of view with 
books of. their ome?, dnother 4indLextion of this tardy reuation to the 
natural eelection hypothesis is the fact that the magazine dicuecion is 

moat voluminous turing the 70's. It was turing this pericd that the greatest 
alarm was Shown by the theologians and the moat vituperative epithets were 
muirled at Darwin and his followers. It was likewloe curing this period that 
prove.* Hodge's That in 2arwinient cane out in 1874, Gray*s Eqoars ahd Be- 
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to as « reconciler of the extreme orthodox views of oupoernaturalien and 


the naturaliem of the evolutionists. 


Agnoatici on 
Another notewrthy atteupt at reconciliation between acienge 
and religion was that of Herbert Spencer, which rooulted in agnooticion. 


By his philosophy of nenciLonece he hai attenpted to defend the dignity 
of both acioncs and religion and guarantees to roligion «a permanent aphore 
and independent fungtion, by eonigning t+ 1% « realn beyond the reach of 
26ence, Spencer's interpretation of nature ;roved to be as alarning to 
the orthodox as open atheiom. . In his attenpt to concerve religion in a 
oelentific age he had uprooted the cardinal dogtrines of orthodoxy.” Many 
Seemed to prefer Butler as > recenciler of 2clonce and religions X 
The agnooticion of Spencer and the eppoaition to 14 ars conten- 
peyery with Dervinie evolution, the oppo nition to oy and the attonpts 
id reconcile it with the content of orthodox vheology- Spencer's Dareh 
Principles, which gave the great inpetus to the agnorties nevenent in 
anericn, cane out in 1862. 4s indicated above,? the fires interpretation 
of Spencer by the theological world was friendly. It was not until in 
ihe 70's, as the dates of the negazine doeuectons vill Lndiente, that. 
ths opponition to Spencer and his phenonenalion grow mort Lntones.. 
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philoophy of Spencer, thiriy-nine noe ochools placed the *Anglogy' 
in the curricula. Some of the achools; however, who had adopted the 
book oarlier to moot other Looues had diocontinued its In 1880 there 
were forty-throe schools actually requiring a knowlodge of the book of 
its otudents. 

The above data would goem to indicate that Butler's *analegy*, 
vas adopted by goven leading Anerican ochools as « robuttal of Deian, and 
retained by theee echools and adopted by eleven others as a reply to 
Kneroonien tranccendentali on; that it was retained by all theee exve one 
and adopted by twelve others as an apologetic against the pro-Darvinian 
ohages of evolution; and that 1t entered the curricula of thirty»pine 
mere achools as an antidote to Darwin's theory of natural coloction and 
Spencer's agnostician. 

While theee reapective forms of thought which threatened cuper- 
naturalien in Anerice com to follow each other in fairly well defindd - 
order 44 4s, of cours, inporeible to gay when one form of thought left — 
off and another began, There were 0 of Doiem and *materialion,* 
of trengcendentalion and pro-Daruinian evolution, obo, It is, however, 
poecible to locate the dates of the cries of coach form of thought, - and. 
to 4% in the field of apologetics, with oufficiont accuracy . 
44 with. $hs. datos. of the, ee of the /anclegy* as wn 
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nome degree, conveiously or vnacongcioualy, in the publighed volumes and 


apologetics. by outetanding Aanoricean apologiots, Ve realize that in order 
to complete our atteapy to traces the influenge of the 'nalogy* in american 


n 


, 
= 


apologetic thinking a eareful exanination of much literature onght to be nade. 
But due to the progent inaccoostbility of the necenoary materials wo have 
rezerved this phane of the protiem for a later otudys. 


/ IT, Ti DRCLINE of TH! *aMaLocr* 
It is intereoting to note the out ft deotine'ef the uns of the 
book; begining #1th the lat quarter 6f the Nineteenth Century. Frem 
1680 40 date (1924), vo far as wo know, only fifteen vehools have adopted 


1t as a part of the curricula, with an incroacing number 


- 


precent there are only ten ochoole vaing 1t. Only two of there\umit 28 
a text. The others put it in the 14ov of "reforences.* | - 


This decline of Butler is probably Que to « abift in the ain of ; 
logetice which developed « chang in the mettios of 
« rational vindoation of 
tack was to uo explain Chriotianity that there ahould be no lack 
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univeree as in infinite procees of thought which includes all teaporal and 
epacial realities, replaced the Scholastic dualion with a nonietic world» 

It furniched theology with a concept of divine Lnenenes. which was 
free from the dangers of pantheim. The 01d netaphyeics which differentiates 
between God-oubetunce and nan-eubetance could nover have: done this. Thus 
the Hegolian interpretation of the world adapted Chrietioanity io. a monistic 
worldeview and thereby did away with the noceccity for a defence of the 

Ihe epclogetic tack was thereby ahifted fron a defence of the cupernatural 
origin of Chriotianity to « defence of the reuconablenens of its content. 

It is apparent vhet © goon as vhe neceneity of defending revealed 
truth paszes, the * ' leces its unefulness. 14 is probably more than 
« coincident that the uee of the "Analogy! in the achools began to fall off 
about the tine Hegelian philonophy was atiracting moot attention in 1 
and anerieas The writings of the devotees 6f Hegel appeared 4n the lete 


70's and early 80's, continuing up to the. 


view. 
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in 1692. and The Srglution of Religion in 1893, John Vateon, profecrcr 


of mental. and moral philocophy; Quoen's Univeraity, Canada, 1872, gave the 
| publie bis Lent and iis Englich Qriiien 4n 1881, his Sohglling's Trans: | 
| Adeaiies in 1862: and. his Outline of Philovephy 45 2699, Joakeh 1 
Roy 60, probably the foremost exponent of neo-Hegelianien in Anericn, and 
| inotructer of philosophy abHarvard in 1882, publiched his Relighous Anpocte 
£Zhi=200pky in 21885, his The Salril of Nedern Ehilecenhy in 1892, bis 
The Sabeeptien of '22d kn 1097, his Studies of Good and Zx4l 4n 2098, his | 
| Yoerld and the Individual in 1900, wo ohoe The digoussion of | | 
R ani am in the Anerican nagaztines was 27, the late 70's and early 60's. 
3 The decline of the 'analogy* began atout 1880, This would indicate that 
; the logs of. intereat in the nactorful apologetic of Kitlor was ihe reault ; , 
s of whe 
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and thereby vindicate religion. His aim was confeecedly to noet the 
*gchentifie tematids of the age” by. tating the tmets of religion ®in terms 1 
of the root of our knowlLodge,* and thereby bridge the gap between acience 
religion. He went beyond Butler, however, | 
by atteapting to wake the avcured revults of ccionce upholt the tenets of | 
J religion. Hs took up the tack where Butler left off and proceeded forward. 
butler ought (Part I) to find in nature cufficiont evidenes to prove the 

exiutence of the Spiritual World. Drummond accunes the exiotence of. euch 
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world and nooks to digcover its laws. | i 

The method «leo of Drummond is einiley to that of Butler. | Both 

ought 40 lay the beets for religion in the congtitution and courne of | 

to show that thers were as nany inexplicable £ 
' $ Bit again Drummond carried the arguaents for the 
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The worldeview of Drumnond is rot ocusily identified throughout 
+ They do, however, have mich in common Wile HKitler 


with that of 
frankly has « eualietic world, he gliupees a unity of the two roalus, Ho 
indicates that Where is eufficiont eiunilarity between the natural world 
Ws 2s rad EV 40 Oy Viet old nd Frm ths wane alters? 
He even thinks that the aipornaturalt world night be an extension of 4hs 
nate wee," and Yhat oven the interpeeitions of the euvernatural 
world into the natural might theneelves be the reoult of law Tf wo were 
ly capatle of geoing 44? Vut his ke? eapitiale is on Who validity 
> the mupernatural reaulns The unity of the Yeo worlds is glinpeed only 
occugtonally- and f14ts aorocs the bulk of his argunent like « din, dancing 
Shadow. Drummond ghares Butler's concern for defending what the former 


calls the Spiritual Worlds Ho holds that there is « oepiritual as well as 


« natural kingdom, that the spiritual world preceded the natura}?, wnd hes 
« right/ 4+ upear of 14s own phenomena, * ts contends What epiritual 1ife Ls 
endownent, 7 that « Chrietion is « unique phlenomenon ©106 which 
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merely analogous dee Adeatbcnts? This idea he carries to the point of 
raging. that the epiritunl world 4s the "outer negnent® of tho natural worla;* 
and that there are not two kinds of wrids,? but that the two are a mitan* 
Tas 4t 1s. evident that Drunnend's views if puched to their conclueion, 


would end in a monietice wridoview, 


This made his views at this point more 
aoceptable than thoee of Butler, ea mana th waited with Wor 
Hegolian philocophy which was oo prominent at the tins the Natural Lew in 
appeared. Drummond later cane to a wrid view wich 
was more in keeping with the Hegelian doctrine of innanenec. Tais change of 
view, whers God is con in the whole comde procces rather than in the gaps 
is di2coverable in his accent of Man (1894). 

FE TAS. In the content of deotrins Drummond curpavers Butler in retulning 
orthodox doctrines and giving then a eclentific interpretation, or rather 
ab abing then in terns of ccientific vocabulary. Butler conceives God as & 
one whoes vill is c> aboplutely cuprone that his progepts change an act 
outer, circle of  environnents"* Butler undertook to prove natural innortality 
on. the backs of physiology, confoocing that. his arguments would apply as 
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he eought proof in nature, was oalvation through eubetitutionary avenenent,? 
Drunnend's doctrine of ealvation, while taking cognieance of the alenent 
of "graee,” is defined as «a "procece” and inphacis is laid on the worth of 
otruggle and growth into the likenoss of 064. He makes regeneration gcienti- 
fie by explaining it on the backs of the law of logmecine? In «a elnilar 
manner he retaing tho deckrine of opecial areation,? of original FE. obdee, 
but. redefines then all in terns of natural ccionen. te is nodorn. enough 
to. bolove/1n. evelution but concervative enough. +6 509 God in only the gaps 
of the evolutionary procecce” 

AL1 this brought Drunnend' s book up to date for the groat nanges 
and noerved as «a oafo epologotic for the progreasive thinkers with « leaning 
toward congorvation. This poems ouf ficient reacon for giving the Natural 
hay 4n the Spiritucl Terld the right of way as an apologetic in anerica 
and purking the 'anglogy* aide. 4 
Perhaps another reacon why the 'aiglegy* dropped out of anorican 
apologetic thinking is the fact that the anphacis upen cupernaturalien, 
centering in the airaculous, which was oo prouinent at the tine the "analogy" 
oy WTR V6 SOLy CUIFEnECS by Lahgo0h 125. VeveLebien up auth. The 
queetion of 'Lnepiration* was t6 the front. Tris turned the attentioa of 
welogtons be the quootion of ths arttortyy and dintorictty of tho eariptures. 


bs in the 80's ochools wore more concerned in « of ths nerkptures 
_- + KHB 
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A $4411 later change in the ain of apologetios revults from the 
eo of the hivtorical method? in the field of religion. The oritical 


examination of the cources of Chriotianity, with a etudy of its hiotory, 
has reeutted in « fairly general belief that *tiblical beliefs are higtore 
Loally conditioned®* and Yhat tis whole oyaten of Chrietktanity 1s in conetant 
prooevs' of change. This etuation is met by two types of apologeties. The 
connorvative weTogted vooks to keep intact the withentieity of the Mile in 
tlie fucs of this fiidings vf ttis iiutericn nethes. The nore liberal 
apologiet necopte the coneluetons of the hietorieal nothed but nooks to 
vindieates the worth of Chirietianity ns «a poaitive factor for good in the 
culture of wich 14 1s « part, and in the hietory it has k*\ped t6 nake. 
The Yaok of procent=day apologetics is to vindicate the nora worth of 
Ghriotiunity in relation to the problems of life in the modern worlds 

The cchools now vaing ths *Anglogy* might be convirucd to be the 
renaining vehools of the concervative type, which gtill cock « vindieation 
of the wuthority of the Kile. It 1s evident What ouch cchoels are itt the 


_1XJ+ _ THE * ALOGT" A UNUSUAL BOOK 


ho Gharek of Bagl and, 23 Butler naw that the Lees conl do ueb by ne dractle 
moans. Ho oaw aloe that Chriotienity dare nov longer openly oppove the 
findings of natural o0tence. He thought he aw that if Chrietianity was t0 
contimue $6 funvtien in the Life of the individual and of vochety 14 dare 
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opiritual truths which Lay beyond the reach of the natural powers of the 


minds 


He therefore Sought to reconcile the natural realn with that of the 
oupornaturel by bridging the gap dotween then, by making the natural zupport 
the eupernatural, 

The book is unugual ales in its comproeheneiveness» The bichop 


"naw that no euperficielitrextnent of the mubjoot in hand would cope with the 
Looue Christianity faced. Ho therefore took twenty — for the witing 
of the book in oerver to do his tack well, This accounts for the coupre= 
hensiyeness of the book. Thorens other apologiots had dealt with particular 


phages of the iome, Hutler worked out « couplete oyatoen of thought which 
ingeluded every phane of the ioous, oven to the anevering of hypothetical 
objectors, This accounts for the verait1lity of the book << its ability 


to de _uered as « reply to Deion, tranecendentalin, evolutionion, agnooticion, 
in fact, all forms of naturalien which vhreatened the aecurity of the tenets 


; 1 of oupernaturaliene.. "5 
I +; Another nark of the book's uniquances 4s 4ts hiotory. It was 
, = . withon An 1736. v6. noet « particular inous'on mother continent and 1s ot411 


being uned on this continent as & reply to a different phase of the eas 
general ious. ao ns. acres. at Sembputns Yoare 1 hes boon fn ths. 
curricula of anerican colleges, univereities and geninarics, and is till 
a part of Ythe nental equipment of thousands of leaders in the religious 
worlds \ This .could probably be naid of very few books. 
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